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My pear Frienp, 


Sa need not to be told with what pain and 

reluctance I feel myself, at last, compelled to 
approach the second subject upon which, in my for- 
mer letter, I proposed to write to you. When 
these letters were commenced, now nearly four 
months ago, it seemed very probable that they 
would, both of them, have been published long be- 
fore the present time. But the delay, unexpected 
by many of us, in the delivery of the late decision 
of the judicial committee of the privy council in the 
case of Mr. Gorham, has necessarily obliged me to 
defer the publication of this second letter. I men- 
tion this, in order that you might know, that what 
I am now about to say, flows not from the hasty, 
unconsidering, impulse of vexation, or disappoint- 
ment, or anger, at the decision which has been pro- 
nounced, but—whatsoever its truth and weight may 
be—is at least the result of constant and very anxious 
thought for many weeks and months. 

Nor do I regret the delay itself: it has enabled 
me to consider and to reconsider the whole bearing 
of the case: it has given me time to hear and to 
pay attention to the opinions of excellent and learned 
men, upon several of the points to be spoken of in 
the following pages: it has been the welcome cause 
of rightly procrastinating from day to day, from 
week to week, the doing what must inevitably be 
productive of great pain and serious consequences 
to myself; of consequences also little less serious, 
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itimay be, 'toomany others.’ For ‘myself, 1 would 
repeat what has‘ been‘ already’ said in my first letter: 
itvisiamyoduty tobe’ prepared to listen) to reproach 
and ‘accusation ? I’ must: be! ‘prepared tobe judged 
harshly; andthe’ more harshly, ‘by oldest friends’: 
tocbe’ condemned “(it’ may be) by those, especially, 
in whom for® years our’ ‘chief! reliance ‘hasbeen 
placed; ‘and ‘to: whom ‘we have: looked: most réadily 
=a counseband supports) | loidw ONT 20 OLR 

on'Phese; however, are but. light: ate in ‘compari- 
son'with the responsibility which any person’ must 
incur, who; ‘at sucha time and €risis ‘as the present, 
ventures to speak plainly what‘he ¢onceives to be the 
actual ‘state °of things 29a ¥esponsibility,: almost im: 
finitely increased, if the view which’he takes be one 
of doubt ‘and’ difficulty, unsettling to (himself, and 
likely: t6 harass and’ to. unsettle others.” Thus great 
isthe: responsibility: on? the’ one ‘hand s°upon the 
other, ‘there’ would ‘be tio: less in! determining: ‘to be 
silent(and quiet; and in‘ ‘allowing: persons to: £0 on— 
so far ay he himself does not interfere with’ them! 
inthe “sathe ‘security’ and’ fulness” of faith “in ‘the 
‘ehurch cof England :as*of old): ignorant of ‘much 
which’ he believes ‘to: be? the truth, wiwarned and 
undisturbed. And it is to be'remembered: by every 
one ‘of! us;-who} in ott’ séveral: ‘positions, some ‘more 
some less, havé ‘been ‘before the world: during the * 
last ten ‘years, that’ now'to sit stilland’to'be silent, 
now to'say nothing” and to ‘advise nothing,  is’in 
itself as distinct -evidence'‘as can n. be of the — 
of immediate’ fear or anxiety. LD DAB 2Q0 

“There might have been,’ seteale one’ bultiehtate 
reason for atiy one among'us to have believed himself 
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justified in fot declaring publicly his own individual 
opinions,.at such a time of doubt, and! excitement : 
namely,. if: our. bishops, had. assembled: to, consult 
upon the position in which the Church isnow placed, 
and.had taken, some first steps to show!an intention — 
to! meet,-as. bishops of the, Church. Catholic, are 
bound to meet, the pressing dangers and difficulties 
in which.we are.involved. ..We,will not speakiof the 
anxious weeks which passed,,away); between» the 
closing, of, the. argument. before the, judicial cém- 
mittee, and the delivery.of its,judgment: :It,may 
seem, strange that,not.a word was,heard from any 
bishop, of .the, English. church.:.,because,; whilst: it 
need_ not /haye| had, the unseemly, appearance jof an 
attempt. to. influence, the: pending decision of,;the 
Committee, yet, we| might reasonably'and unobjec, 
tionably have -been,told.that,our, bishops! were, in 
deliberation upon the, whole matter ; that they, were 
preparing, and, considering, what measures-should. be 
taken, to, vindicate. the ,.church,;,,that;, they. sympa- 
thized with, those,.who were, anxious’; » that they 
would have. courage. themselves ;and. boldness to;de- 
fend..the, truth ;,,that;they.asked,both,of the clergy 
and. laity, for the! present, our prayers our a 
and.our unshaken. hope. 

_And,since the decision of the radical Crateaties 
more. than,a month, has passed, away..,Short ime 
indeed for successful action ; quite! long..enough to 
have given us,some (ground of confidence and, trust: 
long, enough-—as| you. know,,well-—for, many, meet- 
ings and discussions of influential persons, in a,lower 
station, both,clergy, and, laymen.,.,, Where is,,,éven 
now, the,evidence, of any general movement by,our 
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bishop: - where, ‘even, of their own appréciation’ of. 
the reality of the ‘crisis at which we have arrived ? 
It isa sign, ‘foreboding evil, when the bishops of a 
church will stand forward, in ‘defence of the Faith, 

only when driven to it, ‘and forced, by’ the’ pressure 
of an agitation among their clergy and get dae ny which 
they are no longer able to control. » 

Let. these few words, then, serve as some token 
of ‘the many reasons, ‘which, as I have said, compel 
‘me to enter on the consideration of ‘what seems to 
be! the’ extent and. nature ‘of the difficulties by: which 
We are now surrounded.” "Tn short, it appears to be 
something’ very like” dishonesty’ and ‘deceit, to ‘act 
and teach, and suffer’ oneself to be: ‘supposed to be 
utichanged and. uninfluenéed; just as ‘if nothing” of 
material consequence had happened to the church 
of England,” and as if all’ things were exactly as 
they were a year ago. “May it not be so, ‘with any 
of us: Tet those’ who are confident and firm, | say SO, 
and tell’ us why” we are still to be’ unshaken, « or in 
what y we are still’ to hope : let‘ us’ not’ ‘shrink, ‘how- 
‘ever, ‘from looking» at our peril: and” our position 
fairly i in the face 5 ‘let us not seek: to conceal, either 
from ourselves or others, wherein our real difficul- 
ties hie; rather, let 1 us ‘meet: them boldly, and either 
‘prove that’ they are no difficulties, or get fi rid of thei 
if we can. 

wf need not, to be told, that’ (is use the b Tptast 
‘word,’ ‘ag some men say). it was ‘questionable, whe- 
‘ther the’ statements and observations which were in 
my First Letter, ought to have been published by a 
clergyman of the church of England, holding ‘his 
benefice. Indeed this has been charged against me 
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sin the harder terms of accusation. No one. could 
feel that there. was some. appearance ‘of truth i in it 
_more deeply, and. none more quickly, ‘than myself. 
If there was blame—blame of treachery, or disloyalty, 
or disobedience, or call it by: ‘what name we will,— 
for a time, at least, it was a duty. to endeayour. to 
bear it patiently. Perhaps there was, one ‘Sentence 
dn, my former letter somew hat overlooked :. “ these 
are days of doubt and, peculiar trial, unlike any 
which. our. fathers have known for several. genera- 
tions ; and we must not lay down principles, appli- 
cable enough. under common circumstances, by 
which men are now to be judged.” ‘This, therefore, 
is the indulgence which I would ask.. And, if I 
know myself, there was no unworthy or worldly: mo- 
tive, which prevented resignation | of my. benefice be- 
fore a page of either of these letters was begun., On 
the contrary, to.do so has since been a frequent. sug- 
gestion of my own mind. But dL remembered, also, if 
it could be shewn that, the difficulties in which we 
seem to be involved, are, after all, slight and. 1 unim- 
portant ‘difficulties, and that there are, remedies and 
hope plainly and near at hand, that then haste, and 
the impatience, of a sudden impulse_ would. have 
been grievous errors, by which I had been induced 
to withdraw from. the, office and spiritual, cure. to 
which I had been called. 

But, now, with. regard. to this present, Shever, 
there is much which many might find impossible to 
be reconciled with a retaining the position of a 
beneficed minister of the established. church. pita 1s 
true that the. present crisis, the strange occurrences 
of the last few months, and the unforeseen extremity 
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‘of, trial into, which; the, English,chureh, has almost; 
hurriedly..been plunged, might sprobably., allow: of: 
much, both ‘speech and action, which would not, 
admit.excuse,or reason in times of, less general.ex- 
citement, and enquiry... Yet, could: not rely on so» 
uncertain, an, apology for: publishing very: plain: 
words, and arguments). ag es ithe nga in 
which, we appear. to;be placed. cli foie 
And, moreoyer; itis:my loskee that be follanige 
pages shouldbe considered, as.a statementof several. 
chief reasons for which L have er. my: ‘benefice! : 
and, cure of soulsiiylovii csenso ob 
If the publi¢ation of these, reasons) sehbuld ads cons. 
sidered, by -some.as,equivalent to ja declaration: of: 
an,{intention to take, ; speedily, a; further step, +36 
namely,, to leave ithe! communion of the: church) = t 
England; Iam able, only ttorisay,,. that, this is: 
matter neither, necessary nor proper to; be: je doerlak . 
at; present:) | T;am: concerned sonly to; put forthva 
statement: of doubts,and difficulties, to ‘be’ -consi= 
dered, weighed, and. answered; by the high-church: 
party in the/English.church:;and: so long as they: 
remain mere; doubts and -difficulties;, no: mani has) a 
right/to, say to: me, that,I should, act,as if they were: 
certainties and. convictions... Unanswered, and: un- 
explained, they might and, will, perhaps, become: 
convictions; but, that. isa different; question. Of» 
course) know. that, when, religion, is the subject: 
dealt., with, the. assertion, .of--doubts) is :im;itselfi to. 
create, doubts in, the minds.,of,many.others, where’ 
all had, been simple faith and unshaken. trustfulness 
before.;,,it is, to, encrease ‘suspicion. also, and to ob-: 
struct,a,return to confidence... Yet, if may be, that 
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it is‘our duty now, as ‘churchmen labouring for the’ 
truth ‘of pet ar i se to. enquire, to’ hesitate,’ to 
doubt.» idw ,foiios bas dogeqe tiod .nount 
-And at ‘it not be thought that; so far'as racial : 
myself, the existence and ‘recognition’ ‘of the ‘royal ” 
supremacy’is the only difficulty and cause of doubt 
_which we are bound, if possible,’ to remove, ‘as to the’ 
sufficiency of the claims‘of' ‘the reformed ‘church of’ 
England« upon ‘our ‘obedience’ and ‘faithiIn' my 
former letter, Ishave ‘endeavoured to shew in what! 
that'supremacy, im its'exercise of the power of finally 
determining spiritual causes involving doctrine; must’ 
beiacknowledged:to: consist!!! and'to shew, ‘also, the 
extent) toiwhich ‘thé English church“has accepted * 
and upheld) that: power.» But T have not siven' the 
reader ‘any ground to suppose that it’is'the only dif" 
ficulty:in which,.as“ holding what have’ been ¢alled’ 
high-church opinions, we must own ourselves to bet" 
And the same may be ‘said °of''the permitted denial 
amongst.us of the catholic doctrine’ of baptismal ‘re-: 
generation:': Ido mot mean thatthe existence? of 
these, together or separately, would not be sufficient 
to excite:grave and anxious doubts, but that they are’ 
not-our only, and not, indeed, our°chief difficulties.” 
To:pretend that:they are not grievous and weighty’ 
would be absurd, now, especially, that the archbishops” 
of York and: Canterbury —the two primates of the’ 
church of: England — have given: their sanction: to 
both' of them : to'the exercise of the°supremacy ‘in 
finally determining ‘causes of doctrine, by their’ pre- 
setice at the deliberations ‘of the judicial cotnmittee, | 
and by theirapproval jof “its report to the queen in 
council; and to the permitted denial of the truth of 
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baptismal, regeneration, |the,one by his) ‘chargein the 
autumn of last year, andthe other,,in.a very, marked 
and decided and. honest way, by, the preface to. anew 
edition: of his, book on, apostolical preaching... 

hod have, one, word more.'to,add., It will, be said 
that they who now despond, and seem ready. to/de- 
sert the church: of .England. for some other’ commu> 
nion,--and,,that. the church of Reme;—have been 
only; waiting, for some. better reasons than mere pre- 
ference.of- the one|and mere. ‘dislike, ofthe) other. 
It. has, been, already said, of myself,and the words 
were, listened; to .with.very,,bitter;; pain... It. has 
been (said, in. a general way,,by,an eminent, bishop, 
who, spoke, of such, persons as, are without hope), or 
who take a line of conduct inconsistent. with, confi- 
dence and trust,.as; “seeking ja pretext for quitting ”’ 
the English church. ... ‘Phe: occurrences. of.,the time 
in which.we live,,a, pretext |and unfounded. cause! 
But jlet, this,,pass., And for, myself, I, do.deny, 
entirely; and, with: the indignation. which every 
man may, justly, feel, a charge so, untrue. Had, it 
not, been necessary, far would jit have. been; from 
any wish of mine to speak of other books .which 
I have written,:. but 1 declare solemnly that Ihave 
never: spoken) or | written) any. word,at.. all, upon 
chief doctrines, of. the Faith, and that. I have. never 
intended .to/do,.any ,one thing by, way. of public 
ministration, or.private duty, which did not, atthe 
time,..seem to be,— not, merely. permitted. and. al- 
lowed, within the limits of the teaching of our church, 
but—the one, especial, and exeluaize word or thing 
which alone she authorized and dechared right tobe 
said .or..done... Ihave, never. been. drawn to, never 
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been inclined to adopt, what, people: éall (and rightly 
eall)Roman: ‘practices, and books, and forms. ‘Nay, 
the'time is not long’ past, when’ wiany) who will be the 
first now ‘to aceuse and +o-condemn me) blamed ‘the 
cold, “Anglican, view with which I wrote and argued 
in behalf‘of the ehutch of England: 0 If I'seem to 
forsake her now, it is because T feel that what [have 
worked for, dreamt of, prayed for, will not'and. may 
not be? others may judge very differently, others 
may still ‘hope, still labour, still--so they speak 
be! patient, trustful; confident, Beitso5 and “inaly 
Gop ever ‘bewith them’ ‘these are not! hava in which 
any man‘should venture ‘to arraign his'neighbours 
and before One saan — Se6s Sal hearts; =_— 
weihereafter Stmd00M! Joubn0S fo SM) 8 oAGt oow 

‘Pardon so mich’ that nie the now’ said of! pre 
Let us proceed, ‘without further preface, ‘to the ‘par 
ticular subject’ of this Letter!) namely, the want of 
necessary dogmatic teaching in the! church of Eng- 
land ‘since’ the “reformation. Great’ part of ‘what'I 
am ‘about: to write, springs out of and“is connected 
with the'cause' of Mr. oe eigieat = yaaa ' 
Exeter. ae 

’ Now that thi’ aphgents has Abed dicideal iy the on: 
firmation of the report ‘of the judicial committee, 1 
sé6 ‘Ho Objection to ‘admitting, that) on one account 
it seemed not improbable that it'would ‘be given in 
favour of Mr. Gorham: | ‘As the ¢dsé went ony, first 
in the court of Arches’ and afterwards before the 
Privy Council, it was impossible not to feel, more and 
more, that the reasons and arguments of the evan- 
gelical party had been too lightly esteemed: During 
the last two years, my attention had been constantly 
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directed in, other ways to, the same ;matten, and, it 
must, as_, fairly, be confessed, wwith..similar results. 
Few. of our own opinions, would dispute,—at,least, I 
would mot,—;the, absolute necessity. of) rejecting Mr. 
Gorham, after such answers as, he gave,in, his exa- 
mination, before, the, bishop 5 .yet-every: month, as. it 
went, by, suggested, in .my,,own;mind, grayer, and 
graver| doubts as. to, the final, success of such.a. pro- 
ceeding, unavoidable . as. it’ was. ,.I.mean, doubts 
whether. a bishop; is really. following..the ,intention 
of, the reformed church, of.,England, and speaking 
inher, spirit,, when he..condemnsas sheresy:;the 
denial of the, unconditional , efficacy. of Papas in 
the, case. of all infant,recipients..; 5 4...) 

My, object is not, to discuss, the. miecal frst 
which Mr. .Gorham. acknowledges that he holds ; 
it:is.a, substitution of the real, question.in dispute 
between, the two great. parties in the church.of .Eng~ 
land, to attempt.to, heal our, differences by. obtain= 
ing some kind, of repudiation of his particular mode 
of interpreting the formularies of our.church.,. wy he. 
real. question,—and no man who, -loves ‘the. truth 
. will. seek, to, evade, it,=7is, this, namely, ;. Does,the. 
reformed, church, of England, teach, ex. clusively. the 
unconditional efficacy, of infant. baptism? 2. Possibly. 
it; may .be..correct,..though. I venture to. doubt it, 
that, not, ten. persons. agree with, Mr;, Gorham: but, 
this is a light matter :; his particular. opinion is not 
the; question which. is. now. upon. the, point.of rending 
our, church asunder, and. which wee nothing. elseis,. 
—must be settled either the one way or the;other.. 

After,.the. arguments on, both, sides. were ended 
before the judicial committee, we, were. all, enabled. 
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calaily to’ consider what the result ‘6f the whole liad 
been’ For! myself," felt, with anxiety'and’ disap: 
pointment, , thatthe growing" impressions and doubts 
of. the predéding six°or eight months had beet 
stréngthened rather than'rélieved) "And it was ‘tm 
possible ‘not’ toown’ that there could be’ Kittle’ hope 
of further satisfaction to ‘Be’ gained in any’ way, if 
thé speech of My: piso a in behalf of the’ bishop, 
had failed to" give it. ' That speech ‘was one; which 
ever intist Tenaih A record ofall that déep research 
and eloquence ‘could ‘effect on béhalf of the ‘church 
of ‘England. © “Speaking as’a lawyer,’ the’ présent 
Lord “chief justice “of: ‘the’ ourt of Quéen’ $ Bech 
declared, that he had never ‘heard’ ‘any ‘irgiiment 
more léarned and more able: andit is equally: well 
known, that ‘the cleroy who ’beliéve Mr. Gorhiitt’ 8 
doctrine’ to“ be unsound, speak, as ‘theologians,’ in 
like manner, of Mr."Badeley’s argument, in vaniqa 
lified language ‘of gratitude and’ admiration. | 

> When Mr.'Gorham was refused institution, more 
than two° years’ ago, I thought’ that it’ was’ almost 
impossible for him to ‘raisea reasonable ‘question’ 
as to ‘the exact teaching of the English church upon’ 
baptismal regeneration 5 a question, that is, such as 
a. court” ‘would entertain. But. ‘time went on, and 
the real state of! things and tone: of doctrine which’ 
prevailéd, for fifty or sixty ‘years after the reign’ of 
Henry the’ eighth, ‘during which the ‘first movers’ 
of the changes’ in’ religion ‘or their’ immediate! dis- 
ciples still ee ie ag and: — etter from 
day to day. © j 

It would be dishonest to FAO to exdgweraté or 
put an untrue face upon'the real state of the matter. 
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Let: mesnot! bemisunderstood in what: loam now 
saying. I mean/it to apply only to the earlier refor- 
mation: for it has been said, and: im some sense truly 
said, that: the English reformation did (in fact take 
place, rather, Isuppose; itvarrived at/its mature 
and completed form, — so'far’as we are concerned, 
im:1662, and: not im1552, or: 15625 “Therefore, in 
all that regards baptism, it is ‘tobe carefully remem- 
bered on the one hand, that the opimions of the 
bishops’ at ‘the ‘Savoy ‘conference care ‘not merely 
equal with but/of greater weight than any opinions 
of the! reformers of! Edward's days, or queen Eliza- 
beth’s: on the ‘other’ hands there is the fact thatthe 
39 articles were framed in 15520and 1562: 00) 10! 

It issmall disarace perhaps even now,+—certainly 
afew ‘years ago it was’so,not to ‘be well: read in 
the almost forgotten books of Grindal; Falke, Whit- 
gift, Jewell, and! their contemporaries: °'\ Tobe ac? 
quainted ‘with’ Hooker's work ‘of! the ‘ecclesiastical 
polity: had become‘rather '@ fashion’? but; -withothat 
solitary exception, we must acknowledge that) the 
divines' of ‘the days of queen’ Elizabeth were little 
read ‘and little-valued, by “the oparty ‘calling itself 
Anglo-catholic and high-church and the like Still; 
from’ circumstances; ‘l had examined one partof the 
literature of that age ‘somewhat ‘carefully, namely, 
the famous controversy of Cartwright and his friends 
under,.the name of.Martin Marprelate:, and, in_ 
other respects :I:-think. that) I-may ‘claim. to. have 
known about’as much as people commonly do ofthe 
theological books of the sixteenth. and seventeenth 
centuries. 

This knowledge invist have been loase and..inde- 
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finite enough, for: I was not prepared! to learn, as.1 
have learnt, that perhaps without 'twoexcéptions all 
the divines,» bishops! and archbishops, doctors) and 
professors; of) the: Elizabethan -age—the jage,) be it 
remembered,;: ofthe: present; common> prayer book 
in its chief particulars, and of the: book of homilies; 
and.of the 39 articles—held and taught doctrines 
inconsistent (I write seven with the true: ides 
trine of baptism.*))) fo) ro 9d bared 

‘| There \are two causes te ani macht a ifn te 
bata, of fact,so far as; regards myself, may per- 
haps ibe» traced :-and -others must decide} whethér 
these,or some similar reasons) willl serve to, account 
for their own previous opinions,about the orthodoxy. 
of theologians. of the Elizabethan. age.', i a] 

. First ;//we have been accustomed. both.to oe 
arid’ to refer to. their) books, .wnder, the} impression 
of long-established. prejudices); (under the,impres- 
sion) that) they, mst have been, sound) divines;| be- 
cause, they;were, ithe’ chief, leaders),and: earliest 
children of, the reformation; and because they, had 
arguments, plenty|'and,.specious, enough), against, 
some ofthe doctrines and, digaipline: of the, church 
of Rome i odt bas dowd c DMB DLONISGD-O10ME 

Fetes swe Jaires renee theis cebaas abigtlse Z 
by means. of ‘catene;| a, means. very likely; indeed 





* In order to prevent misapprehension, it ‘must be explained 
that I mean’ their doctrines of sacramental grace, and justification, 
and:niot of predestination ;, which, as all, admit, was largely, nay; 
almost universally, held, by the Elizabethan divines, in a very rigid 
and definite sense. Predestination, as taught by S. Augustine, is 
not, alone, inconsistent with the acceptance of the truth of the'un- 
conditional regeneration of all infants insholy: baptisms » 
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to ‘lead to false’ conclusions, | because- whilst it pro- 
fesses to give fairly the judgement of: those ap- 
opealed to in the matter under dispute, it often does 
not, and in some’ cases cannot, In reality do any- 
‘thing of the kind.) There are more doctrines than 
one—for example, this doctrine of holy baptism— 
upon which writers may make very strong and 
catholic statements in one book, or in one part of 
a book, which are all explained away, or in various 
degrees qualified; or even, in truth, contradicted, 
by differentistatements in the:same or in other books. 
Catenze are useful enough, within their proper! and 
reasonable limits ;: they create difficulties sometimes, 
whilst they will very'seldom suffice to establish a con- 
“clusion :»employed, however, ‘as they have been, of 
‘late years, by our own party; they are not merely a 
packed jury, but a jury permitted to speak ‘only 
half their mind: In short, the value of catenze-can 
be only justly estimated; where there is also.a living 
Church, ever aarti to ig anita an tamtalfible 
‘voice. : 
‘ Nor is itto be forgotten that whilst many oxttodks 
s fbi’ the Elizabethan books were-produced, explain- 
‘ing ina sense inconsistent) with Catholic: truth. the 
doctrine of baptismal regeneration, on the other 
‘hand there were no passages to be found, distinctly 
asserting that the reformed church of England holds 
exclusively the sacramental efficacy of baptism in 
the case of all infant recipients. It is one thing for 
a religious community to allow its ministers to hold | 
and to teach a particular doctrine; it is quite ano- 
ther that they should be enjoined to teach it, as being 
certainly and exclusively true.. There aresome parts 


On 


of the books:of the Elizabethan. writérs,! which are 
examples of the:firstiof these: positions, namely,: the 
“permission : but Iidonot remember any example of 
ythe second.:»on the contrary; numberless proofs that 
vit could:scarcely:have been! intended: |:It may ia- 
ther be: a, questionswhether, inthe: days of queen 
» Elizabeth, a clergyman would not:have) been:liable 
-to:censure, who, not: content with: being: suffered: to 
«teach what he himself believed with! regard:to! the 
‘doctrine of baptismal regeneration, should have gone 
-on»further ‘to declare that: the church) of England 
still pronounced: those to be unsound: and heretical, 
ewho did not acknowledge the unconditional efficacy 
-ofinfant baptism. Or, to put it im! other words, if 
«such an one had! further declared that the: teaching 
of the:churchiof Rome ‘and of the:reformed chur¢h 
of England, upon the sacrament of baptism, wasme- 
“eessarily to be understood and accepted, by-all Eng 
lish clergy, as identical and the same. 
» Tmustown, therefore, thatthe additional abgunient 
peonieat by Mr. Gorham’s advocate in his speech 
before the committee, based upon ‘a comparison be- 
ween the ‘articles of 1536,.and the articles of 1552 
and 1562, seemed to me to. be forcible and:correct.* 





_. * The proof derived from a comparison of: thevarticles hasbeen 
very ably put, by’ Mr., Dodsworth, inthe, appendix.to his. late 
sermon, A house divided, against itself. He says :-— 

“J think it only fair to state, that having had the advantage of 
hearing the arguments in the Judicial Committee of the Privy 
Council in the late case, my opinion of what was really intended 
tobe the force of the Article XXII. has undergone considerable 
modification. I cannot now feel certain that the Reformers did 
not intend to leave Baptismal Regeneration an open question. In 
the very able argument of the Counsel for the appellant, Mr. 

B 
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It, supplied a cause of one effect.of the alteration of © 
the documents and formularies,of the English. chureh; 
which was/so visibly, and frequently to be, observed, 





Turner, it was, urged with great effect; that: upon ‘a comparison of 
the Articles of .1536,.with, those of 1552, it might be fairly im- 
ferredthat the latter were intended: to open the question: which 


was closed: by the. former. 
©1586. 

‘0 Article: on Baptism. 

o “Baptism is offered unto all 

men; as’ well:infants as’such as 

have the ‘use of: reason, that-by 


baptism they shall have! remis-'< 
sion’ of sins, and’ the grace°and °' 


favour of Gop; accordingto'the 


saying of 'S. John, * Nisi quisjre- « 
natus fueritsexvaqua et Spiritu~ 


Sancto, non Gee intrare in 
regnum celorum;* that the pro- 
mise ‘of’ grace and everlasting 
life, which promise is _adjoined 
unto'this Sacrament of Baptism, 
pertaineth not ‘only ‘to such ‘as 
have the use of reason, but also 
unto infants; mnocents, and chil- 
dren :'and that they ought there- 
fore, and needs must, ‘be bap- 
tized. “And that by the sacrament 
they do also obtain remission of 
their sin, the grace and favour of 


Gon, and be made ‘thereby the 


very sons and children of Gop; 


insomuch that infants’ and chil 


dren dying in their infancy, shall 
undoubtedly’ be ‘saved thereby, 
and élse not.” aE 3 Te fol. 
123. 


These Articles areas follow :— 


1552." 
Article on Baptism. 
(The same ‘as now in force.) 
“ Baptism is not only‘a sign 
of profession, and mark of dif- 
ference, whereby Christian men 
are’ ‘discerned ‘from’ others that 


' be not christened, but it is: also 


a sign of regeneration ‘or’ new 
birth, whereby, as by an instrie 
ment, they that receive baptism 
rightly are grafted into the 
Church ; the. promises” of, for- 
givetiess of sin, and of our ‘adop- 
tidn ‘to’ be the ‘sons of Gob: by 
the Hory’ GuHost, are visibly 
signed and sealed; faith is con- 
firmed, and grace increased by’ 
virtue ‘of prayer unto “Gop. 

The baptism of young children 
is in any wise to be retained in, 
the Church, as most agreeable 
with the institution of Curis.” 


‘Now it ceausiobe nee seem ‘ibiccbben ules fh ifthe Réfornrave’ 
of 1552 intended to assert: the same doctrine as that enunciated in’ 
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in the’ ‘language | ‘used by’ men, | “contemporaries or 


nearly so, respecting the sacratient of holy baptisin. 
And I cannot dispute ithe oe involved in the 


the Articles of 1536, they’ should have used language’(to say the 
least) so much’ more open to dubious interpretation.” I-do not say 
that this is absolutely deciswve on the point ;-but it furnishes: an 
argument not easily answered.. “Having this precise Janguage ‘be- 
fore them, why did they not use it? Had they vo reason for 
adopting more ambiguous terms? One cannot»saythatoitis.other 
than a probable. conclusion, that they!so worded :the:-Article’ of 
1552 .as to imelude.the subscription. of those who would havenre= 
fused to.subscribe the definite’ language: of the-previous: Articles: I 
cannot, but, think’ that. great weight was justly given to this:consi- 
deration, in, the, very,able judgment which was delivereds:/This view: 
of the matter willbe confirmed’ by comparing another article; with 
the devotional. formularies,.. Thus, to:place in’ the same. juxta-posi- 


tion dhe Articles of 1536, and,1562, oni the bade Eucharist} enisn - 


7,0 1536. 
The Sacrament of the. Altar. 
As touching the Sacrament. 
of . the Altar, we will. that all 
Bishops. and Preachers shall i in- 
struct and teach our people com- 
mitted by us to. their spiritual 


charge, that they ought and must. 
constantly. believe that under the 
form, and figure of Bread and. 
Wine, ech. we there presently 


do see and perceive by outward 
senses is very substantially and 
really contained and compre- 
hended the very selfsame Body 
and Blood of our Saviour JE- 
sus Curist, which was born of 
the Virgin Mary, and suffered 
upon the Cross for our redemp- 
tion. And that under the same 


form, and. figure! of Bread: and» 


Wine, the very selfsame Body 


"1562... a eee 
XXVIUL, Of the.. Lorp’ = 
a _; Suppers doidw stil 
e The: Sapien, of the Lorp.is, 
not only a.sign, ofthe love that, 
Christians ought to have among: 
themselves one to,another,; but 
rather;is.a, Sacrament of our Re+ 
demption by,,.Curisi’s,, death +; 
insomuch, that to.such as, rightly, , 
worthily, and with faith, receive; 
the. same, the Bread which. we, 
break is.a partaking of the Body 
of. .Curist; and, likewise. the, 
Cup of, eke is),a; partaking: : 
of the Blood. of. Crrisz, epee 
66 Transubstantiation (or, the, 
change of the substance of Bread . 
and Wine) in the Supper of the 
Lorp, cannot be proved by holy 
Writ';:but-is: repugnant toothe 
plain’ words: of Scripture, over-: 
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following sentence of ‘the judgment: delivered’ by 
‘the “yadda | ‘dominittée they says “ib appears 
‘that opinions,” Swhith’ we’ eannot°in ‘any ‘important 
‘particular distinguish from those entertained by Mr. 
‘Gorham; have “been propounded? and° maintaimed, 
‘without censure '6r ‘reproach;° by many’ eminent 
‘and’ illustrious’ prelates’ and “divines’ who «have 
‘Adorned the church from thé time when the [42:and 
°89 ‘articles were first established: “Wedo not affirm 
‘that the ‘doctrines’ and opinions’ of Jewell,’ Hooker, 
Usher, J eremy “Taylor, Whitgift, ‘Pearson, Carlton, 
Prideatx, and many others, can be‘ received ‘as’ evi- 
dence’ of the doctrine of the church of' England); but 
“their conduct, unblamed and’ dindubstioned as it was, 
‘proves dit: least! the liberty ‘which has been’ si 
in sina ie IASI GIS OBL Os 


“"T 


A Beek VOLT 


weal te Gntodg on 3 





Re Toon 


3 ee Blood of Cust i is corpo- pen fie nature er Sacra- 


“rally, really, and in every sub- “ment, and has given occasion to 
> Stance exhibited; ‘distributed, ‘and - if — superstitions. [BiTtL to 


yreceivyed of all them; which re-.),;-'¢The; Body ,jof Curist’,is 
ceive the said Sacrament: and _ given; taken, and eaten, in the 


dogmatic and unmistakable. : 


‘therefore the said Sacrament 1 is 
to be used with all due reverence 
and honour, ‘and that everyman): 
ought first:to:prove and examine... Curis is received and eaten 

in the Supper i is Faith. 


himself, and religiously to try 
‘and search his" own ‘conscience 


Upefore he shall receivé the same, | 
diiewoeding to. the>saying; of S.: 


Paul, <Quisquis. ederit,_panem 


- hhune,’ &e. df 


* and’ spiritual’ manner. 


Supper, only after an heavenly 
“And the 
means whereby the “Body of 


? 


“The Sacrament ofthe Lorv’s. 
Supper was not’ by Curist’s or- 
dinance-reserved, carried. about, 
lifted up, or worshipped.” 


Now it wil 8 seen: asthe ee is teat very nce ibe same sles 


ence as in the Articles on Baptism. The Article of 1536 is plain, 
The Article of 1562, cee he- 


sitating, indefinite, ‘and to a great. extent negative.” 


at 


.( Speak of, it-as,.one would, or, Tegarded under 
-every possible aspect, the proyed., opinions, of the 
‘Elizabethan: writers, pressed. upon..my,mind., The 
fact, to so great. an. extent,,was unexpected, but. At 
was tobe considered, and.to. be.dealt..with, whether 
‘it were important) or unimportant...,..It shewed,:at 
least, that there were, in that. day, many, individuals 
of greater orless learning, of higher.or lower station, 
»who: did saiot believe; that, they..were,bound, by the 
apparently plam language about regeneration in,our- 
ritual, to hold and _to.teach the unconditional efficacy 
of) the ‘sacrament of holy, baptism in) the case, of all 
infants..!Nor}was.it,only the. opinion of private.in- 
dividuals. And, 1am, now. about,.to, mention. a, re- 
smarkable. fact,., which; .was. not brought forward. 1 in 
the late arguments. © sp:):)5- thaitetr hy 

The point at issue was, ahiiier. it is peek 
inconsistent with the assertions of certain parts of 

our formularies, to deny the unconditional efficacy 
of infant: baptism: .or,.in ‘other. words). whether. the 
doctrine, that‘some infants do not receive in baptism 
‘the saving grace of regeneration, is excluded by the 
terms of,our,ritual and catechism... ;. . 

A‘ short time! ago; it:-happened that L-was ascoblifged, 
for another purpose, to refer to’ the Dublin ‘articles 
of 1615... In that year, the prayer-book and cate- 
chism. of the reformed: Irish. church. were. identical, 
in‘all that relates*to the sacrament: of baptism; with 
our own. There were thé same sentences, “ Seeing 
now, that this child is regenerate ;”’ and “We yield 
Thee hearty thanks, most merciful Father, that it 
hath, pleased. Thee to regenerate. this infant. ;” and 
others which have been':so: often: quoted, Yet the 
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whole ‘body: of the: clergy of the established church 
of Ireland, assenibled in convocation; ‘did not hesi+ 
tate to declare, notwithstanding, as follows: “ ‘A true 
lively justifying ‘faith, and the sanctifying’ Spirit of 
Gop, is not extinguished, nor vanisheth away in the 
regenerate, either finally or totally:” I do: assert 
that ‘such a statement, whether it may or may not 
séein to be against’ the| meaning of the words of the 
public.offices of the Church, is utterly and distinetly 
irreconcilable! with the ‘catholic’ truth of the uncon: 
ditional efficacy ‘of infant baptisun’ Nor is'it tobe 
answered that this place in the 'Ivish articles’means 
nothiie more than the famous! Lambeth articles. 
For ‘although® the’ Lambeth articles were’ incorpo- 
Fated into! those’ ‘agreed ‘upon-at° Dublin, and espe- 
‘cially marked -by ‘references mthe margin of the 
‘editions“printéd. at! the ‘time, yet, inthis’ imstance, 
“thére \is'a’ material’ alteration 5: ; the Lambeth form 
‘says, “non evanescit) in electis'; the Dublin arti- 
au cenaiiee -this-into “the regenerate.” — --- 
yoko put this, argument, im: another, ae ud i 
‘may? be:best to:do-so,in the:-way im which it affected 
and influenced myself. | Some months ago, | the lan- 
g guage. of our. ‘ritual seemed. to. be. an ‘unanswerable 
‘evidence of the intention of the reformed. English 
g ‘ehureh: ‘to teach, exclusively; the truth of regenera- 
i tion” in hol} ly baptism. There, were the plain words 
and. terms of. the: baptismal office; and although 
“the-articles alone-would not: prove:the: doctrine, yet 
it scarcely appeared requisite that’ any reference 
“even. should, be made to it, witha devotional service 
5.80 remarkably. clear and decided. But,.in opposi- 
‘tion’to:such a conclusion, ‘the Irish’ articles present 


an insurmountable obstacle:).and, the, strongest, of 
all. the reasons, which the, high-church party. in, our 
Church: had produced, began; to. fade away, and 
yanish like.a dream. » Another’ established.Church, 
in full communion with, our,.own,.using our. ritual; 
unaltered, ‘unmutilated, had. obliged: its, clergy..to 
subscribe and to accept: articles, of, faith, “‘ for the 
avoiding, of, diversities, of opinions, -and.the esta- 
blishing |,of,, consent, touching true religion,’ | not 
merely making, doubtful the catholic: doctrine, of 
regeneration in baptism, but, positively. and headaet 
ably eomiradictipgiteds oi cosiq aidt dedt b 
In,short, it became manifest, that xevehipe ta Ae 
sides and.beyond. plain‘ words, in, the, publi¢ ritual 
and. offices was necessary to the,confirmation; of dis- 
puted truths,of the Christian) Faith. |,.Before, such 
truths, had jbeen denied. or; doubted, | the case would 
have -been,,very,/ differents»+|A/controversy .once 
opened} upon, essential, articles of, the.creeds,*.and 





‘! 8 [bis not easy to see, how it’ may be' denied that the éonttoversy 
‘upon baptismal regeneration had not been-opened, before, and. at the 
yery period of, the conyocations/of 1552, and 1562. 

One or two extracts will suffice to prove the fact : nay, mor e, ‘the 
advocacy already of the ae form of svete aie on by 
Mr.‘Gorham. | f9DIV¥ 
«/Tyndal, says: «The inward Hapttemné of dis pare is the baptisme 
that onely auayleth in the sight of; Gop, the new generation, —the 
earnest of everlastyng lyfe, ¢ and title whereby we chalenge our in- 
heritance.” This inward baptisin having been just before declared 
tobe; to loue the law, and) to long for the:life)to come.’ sah 
of Sth ch,.of S, Matt,;prol. p; 187. ; 

So, also, John Frith: “This outward signe baptism] doth nei- 
ther geue us the spirite of Gop, neither yet grace that is the favour 
of Gop. ‘Baptisme bringeth not grace,’ but doth testifietitito’ the 
congregation that. he which is baptised had such grace geuen hym 
before; it is a sacrament, that is, a signe of an holy thyng, euen a 


Q4¢ 
formall escsi heforses the, moticg ofthe sherdeyo 


terms. Acelies in) very) sncenth raed lids services; barboi 
must, be, decided either, the one way,or the other, or 
evidently. left,;epen,;,.in | some) concurrent) formulary): 
of equa. authority,;,, hus,;-whilst (for,example), the: 
Articles of,1536, and. the King’s; book, andthe Bi- |» 
shops’ ,book,'-, were, in) ferce;otherer could be noi)’ 
question, made,about, the doctrine; of; the English in 
church, regarding, baptism: i But; a:very different 4; 
state, of things; was, produced, bythe alterations-and , <j 
omissions made-first,in 1552, and, roomtinapen in, the 5 
39 articles,of: 1502) ai0f Yo eoloitxs sildw 
T hus .we, have thejsame, rin of, ie administra rot 
tion of holy. baptism-—the same,J.mean;\in points ») 
which, bear |, upon, the! doctrine,-of, regeneration») 
under: three several aspectse Namely; 3 il connexion. ; 
with,.another. formulary distinetly and, rT eS 
teaching, the whole,Catholic,, truth;,asjdid the, ars... 
ticles, of 1536,5,| or} ; with, al oS which left, ibe a 
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token of the grace. and free n mer crey_ whiche was ‘before Benen hym.” 
A declaration of b baptisme. ip. 91. : 

Soon’ after, bishop Hooper: “ Baptism satictifieth né! man:=2!0. 
external baptism/is but, an) inauguration! or extemal pornioraticn oihwt 
those, that first believed, and were cleansed af, their sin.” Again, aul 
he says, that the interrogatories and answers of sponsors i in public aes 
and sdlémin baptism, show that baptism is but the confirmation’ of” ¥ 
Christ's promises; which be in the persot that receiveth the sacra-) 1 
ment, before,| orelse these external signs ayaileth nothing” those, 
answers being made, “then is the child christened in the name of | 
Gop._The which fact doth openly, confirm the remission of sin, . 
received before by faith.” A declaration of Christ and es its ois 
ch. 10, te —_ 

Far, b St from;1 me. to sae: that. pees such as : this has. been ac 10 
cepted by. the English church : but that; asa fact; the baptismal. 
controversy had been plainly opened, by. persons of name and. au- 
thority, before the convocation of 1562. 


ey 
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oper to! be received ‘or not, as°do the ‘39 articles’ aol i 
156250 or, witha: ‘formulary. which denied and pel 
jected it; as’ do the Dublin articles ‘of 1615.° | 
But it'is:not only ‘onthe doctrine of the’ sacra!" 
ment: of baptism; that? the ‘articles ‘of the ‘reformed ‘° 
Trish’ church claim our especial attention ;° and’I “ 
shall therefore devote to'them another page or two.'’» 
That which Domust now write will bring on me” 
probably much reproof'from more quarters'than oné?" | 
it willbe written’ also with reluctance and sorrow!” 
by imiyself: ‘Still; these are days in’ whiehwe must?!” 
endeavour to findoub the truth, andthe truth: alonie: re 
These Dublin articles of 1615 have! néver “peen > 
formally repudiated bythe  churel of Iréland’: And p 
in statements Not contrarient, are now} equally with” ™ 
the English 39 (agreed: to and° approved of about’ 
twenty years later), the “‘ standard of doctrine” ‘in’ 
that ‘communion: ‘They'contain' other ‘heretical’! ” 
statements.» What! are’ we ‘to: think) therefore)’ of” 
her ‘position 2? Yet, it will’ be said; ‘the’ Churches 
are United; and they must stand or fall together. _ 
I am quite aware that there are technical objec-. 
tions to. the fact»itself of such an. Union. between the- 
two Churches 5 ; but whatever the force of them»may” 
be, our’ connexion with the established Trish church, ae 
and our, recognition of her in all acts. of. outward .,,.. 
intercourse and.communion, is a: very: fearful ques="0- 
tion. An*avowed ana distinct denial of the Ca-"" | 
* ‘There are few priests of the church’ of England? now living; jes 
who did not acknowledge this Union at’an hour, the most ‘solemn, iy 
perhaps, of their whole lives: “ Do you think in your heart, that 
you be truly called, according to the will’ of ‘our’ Lorp Jesus 
‘Christ;'and' the order ‘of this United Church of England and Tre- 
land, to the order and ministry of Priesthood? Answer. I think it.” 
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tholic, doctrine of. the \eucharist and of: baptism 
would be sufficient:to: prove «an individual-to be ine 
heresy: and such a denial has been synodically 
agreed to by the church of Ireiand, And oI-must 
say)! that; itis not: easy to understand why any 
one person should be condemned:for reasons which: 
we-are;(not, equally, prepared: to: press to a like con-' 
clusion, in’ the case) of a reformed Church.« Perhaps 
somerIrish. clergyman willbe: able to: defend: his: 
Church: from; this;charge which Ishave brought de- 
liberately against-her. | Let:/him-however remember; 
that, he: must either; prove: the formal renunciation: 
of (the, articles of 1615::-or:show that: the heretical 
doctrine of those \anticles:has: been: plainly corrected: 
by, some,-clear statement; to the contrary, contained 
in, the 39 articles; since approved.of. -And) we;.on, 
our-sidé, shall haveto: show; how it was, that, at the 
time of their publication, no signier markiof even 
disapprobation.was made-by the churchef Hngland. 
ooAs)to ithe, authority of the Dublin articles);we 
cannot-haye betterevidence than that of Dr. Ber- 
nard, the biographer, of archbishop Usher #).4¢ Now. 
whereas” -he says ‘‘some have doubted, whether they, 
were fully, established as the articles) of: Ireland 51 
ean, testify; that I have heard, him, [Usher] say,' that 
injthe forenamed year, 1615; he saw them; signed 
by, archbishop Jones, then lord chancellor, of Ire- 
land, and speaker. of the house of. bishops in convo- 
cation ; signed. by, the prolocutor of the house of the 
clergy. in.'their names; and.also signed by the then 
lord deputy. Chichester, by-order from, King James, 
in his name. And” he proceeds “ whereas some 
have rashly affirmed that they were repealed by act 
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of parliament, anno 1634; or recalled ‘by’ a decree’ 
of the synod then; needs no — ee than 
the sight of either.’”’*:: 

The canon by which in 1634\4 the Baba artiL 
cles:were approved, proves distinctly that no inten- 
tion’ existed: of ‘annulling the previous: articles of) 
1615. >The object) aimed at was’ to:'shewy thatac: 
cording ‘to. the: judgment of: the church of Ireland, 
the twoo Churches ‘agreed in doctrine’) and! ino or” 
der to ‘this; our'39 ‘articles:'were’ admitted’ to''be? 
true. And ‘any person ‘would be very *acute;'asit’ 
seems, who «could discover°any) material contradic~ 
tion between’ the twoconfessions of' faith: 'the°only? 
difference — anda‘ considerable ‘difference: being, 
that the Irish articles ‘contained! in full) plain; and! 
express terms, a legitimate’ exposition—it may’ be)’ 
one of many ‘possible renee amen! the’ | o 
of the English articles. © SHINO 3 EXCH 

»Oneso important? a: aectiate itis was chan we 
should (quote the canon: “1. For the’ manifestation 
of ouragreement ait: the church of England in’ 
the ‘confession of the same Christian’ faith, and the’ 
doctrine of the sacraments ; we do receive and ap” 
prove the book of articles of religion, agreed! upon 
by the° archbishops, ‘and’ bishops, ‘and the’ whole’ 
clergy inthe convocation holden at’ London in the 
year of our Lord, 1562, for the avoiding of diver- 
sities of opinions, and for the establishing’ of ‘consent 
touching true religion: And therefore if any ‘here- 
after shall ‘affirm, that°any of those articles are’ in 
any part superstitious and erroneous, or ‘such as’ he 








* cit. Mant’s hist. of the Trish Church, vol. 1. p. 388. 
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may not with w good conscience subseribevunto, let 
‘him be" exodiiriwunidayedy and: notabsolved:before. 
ue make’ a public recantation of his error.” 0) ‘0 
“Et hasbeen held,:says bishop: Mant, that «the 
fmf: articles: were only received:in the. sense :of, 
and as they might be expounded :by, those: of Ere- 
land: ‘And, as'they certainly are not»contradictory, 
this ‘seems*tobe the: just» and: obvious ‘state. of the 
matter. But! archbishop Usher, a: contemporary, is 
the besti:possible witness we ican vhave,;on | such/a 
question.) “Inca! letterito a friend,» giving; ay few 
months'aftérwards, an caccount of the late-cotiveca- 
‘tion,:he observes, i‘: The articles:of religion, agreed 
upomin-our former) synod; anno 1615, we let stand 
as they did:befores'! But,'for the manifesting of our 
“agreement withthe church of England, we have re- 
-eeived and approved) your: pili also; as youn sige 
‘naps in the ‘first of our canons.?\\ bof oy bod [so 
» Could:the Church Catholic, ory might any Ghunkh 
cistrailig tobe a part! of the Church! Catholic, speak 
‘of being “United with; or-admit to communion, 
‘the reformed Irish church, unless: a;distizict| and 
fornial renunciation of the several heresies contained 
in the’ Dublin articles of -1615, ‘had. samba 8 arid 
® mete been made? Hi 


~® cit. Hist. of Irish Church, p. sur Ubidays 
_ + The case also of the Protestant Episcopal Church in America, 
sprang from ourselves, and with which°we are (I-believe) in full 
‘eommunion, might also” be’ brought forward, if it. were requisite. 
But her differences ‘chiefly consist im declining todnsist on-certain 
things, generally’ supposed to be°of -very:great importance-in the 
Catholic Church, ‘rather than-in° the plain and:avowed acceptance 
of error. However,’asa fact, we readily’ have given our support 
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io| Butias-these:articlessmay not: be: very ‘well known 
tosome of my readers,it may:be:right:to extract one 
or two of the:statements which they: contains «:* By 
His eternal :¢counsel»'Gon hath! predestinated some 
unto. life,sand\reprobatedsome unto: death:: /of both 
which there’ is\\a \certainy number, known: only. to 
Gop; whichocan neither :;besencreased) nor dimi- 
nished.”?):)« None cam:come; unto Christs:unless (ut 
“be given unto ‘him, and: unless:the Father draw /him. 
«And: all men are:not ‘so drawn by the Father, that 
they:mayicome.untoithe Son: neitheris theresuch 
a sufficient: measure ‘of grace ‘vouchsafed ‘unto! every 
‘man, whereby he is enabledto'come unto everlasting 
‘life. “AllyGon’s electiare iw their:time:inseparably 
united: unto Christ, ‘by ‘the effectual: and) vital) in- 
fluence of the Holy Ghost; derived! from:hhm, as 
from the Head, unto every true member of Hissmys- 
tical body. And being:thus made one with Ghrist, 
they are‘truly regenerated, and) made :partakers of 
‘Him and all His benefits.” }> In:the whole of avery 
long‘article of justification, not one syllable is said 
‘of holy baptism: it begins, “ We arevaccounted 
righteous’ before Gop,;-only for the merit ofiour 
Lord and Saviour Jesus Christ, applied ‘by faith : 
and not for our own works or merits) And«this 
righteousness which we so receive of Gop’s mercy, 
and Christ's merits, embraced by faith, is taken, ac- 


“and: fellowship to a: Protestant Church, which does not, oblige, the 
acceptance of’ all the articles of the Apostles’ creed; which, does 
not:read in her public service, at any time, the Athanasian. creed ; 

«and which does not»require her bishops to give im words to, her 
priests at their ordination the power of remitting and of retaining 
sins; in other words; the power, of absolution. 
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cepted; and allowed: of: beat ts fox our perfect: and full 
justifications’: And it ends; if‘ By justifying faith 
we res endsea not only the: common belief of ‘the 
articles: of Christian: religion,:and: a persuasion \of 
the|truthof Gon’s word:in general; but also:a'par- 
ticular applicationcof, the gracious:promuses of ‘the 
Gospel;'to the:-comfort: of ourcown souls ;» whereby 
we lay hold on Christ, with all His benefits, having 
an earnest) trust and confidence: imGop; that He 
will: be merciful unto ‘us'for hissonly Son’s sake: So 
that atrue believer: may-be:certain,.by the assurance 
ofofaith, of the:forgiveness of \his’sins, and:of. his 
everlasting salvation by: Christ: (cA true lively: jus- 
tifying faith;and ithe sanctifying ‘Spirit: of: Gop; as: 
not extinguished, nor) vanisheth-away inc the crege+ 
nerate;either’ finally: or:totally.”) «Theo Catholic: 
Church, (out of:which. there is no:salvation;)=con- 
sisteth of ‘all those; andithose alone, which:are:elee-) 
tediby Gop unto salvation; \and:regenerated: bythe: 
power of His Spirit.” \““\Gop*hath\given power to 
His ministers, not simply to forgive sins, (which 
prerogative He hath reserved only to Himself). but 
in His name to declare and pronounce unto such as_ 
truly repent and unfeignedly believe His aly Gos- 
pel, the absolution and forgiveness of sins.” Bap- 

tism is not only. an outward sign of our profession, 
--but:much more-asacrament of ouradmission into 

the Church, sealing unto us our new birth (and con+" 
sequently our justification, adoption, and sanctifica- | 
tion) by the communion which we have with Jesus 

Christ.”.\:“¢ The Lord's supper is notvonly a sign of 
mutual love—but much more’a sacrament of our 
preservation in the Church, sealing unto us our spi-_ 
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ritual nourishment and continual growth in Christ: 
In the outward part of the Holy’Communion} the 
Body and Blood of Christ'is ina most lively manner 
represented ;: [the italics are’in the original ;}-being 
no otherwise: present with the visible elements, ‘than 
things signified;and sealed are present. with the signs 
and isis. that: is’ to iE BEIA fanatics atid goles 
tively.” ) el ow 
I now ask for the: askatbe’ s,orave hitid ecole of } 
the position: of the eatiblighad Church of) Ireland y 
and:of the effect, as: regards, ourselves, of our long 
continued » fellowship '‘and):communion ‘with hers 
Perhaps’we are not bound \to.a necessity of:commu~ 
nion with the Irish «churchsand ‘the matter which 
we. now have to discuss 'and to:determine;\is far too: 
solemn: to allow of our passing’ lightly: over any: 
particular connected “with :it,: because of) jprobable 
consequences: + [fithe reformed: church of Ireland. 
be\ not insheresy, according: to:the gudgment of the: 
bodepiepete church: ve England, let ctbe shown.*s 


i 
(ks 


We will now pass i by the daa aH avi of the: 








* A week or two ago, a series of, resolutions was published 
signed by some whose names are amongst the most eminent of the. 
members of our Church. I quote three of'them: grees 

0&5. ‘That; imasmuch) as’ the faith’ is one, and rests! upon! one 
principle of authority, the conscious, deliberate, and wilful aban+ 
donment of the essential. meaning ofan article of the Creed de- 
stroys the Divine foundation pen te — ‘the entire faith gt 
propounded by the Church. igs 

 6,.That any portion of the Church's which doéd so abandow the! 
capil meaning of an article of the Creed forfeits not only the 
Catholic doctrine in that article, but also the office and authority to 
witness and teach as a member of the universal Church. 
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‘subject to which I a i an to direct 
-your thoughts. 

‘In /former years, it never Law dened to ‘cross my 
mind, that the foundations of the reformed church 
of England were less strong or real than the high- 
‘church or Anglican party declared them to be. Asa 
system or theory, in its position with respect either 
to the church of Rome, or to the countless forms 
and communities of dissent, the modern church of 
England seemed to be sufficiently according to the 
words of Holy Scripture = to the traditions of 
the ancient Church. 

If, at'any time, in endeavouring to establish the 
truth of some important doctrine; difficulties seemed 
to arise from various statements in her formularies, 
these ‘were ‘put aside upon ‘the supposition, that the 
English church could not mean ‘to deny or dispute 
the Catholic faith, bemg herself unquestionably a 
part’ of the Church’ Catholic. © And, upon ‘some 
doctrines, further confirmation was furnished, ‘not 
by the partial support of one, or. two, or three’ of 
her earlier writers, — such as Andrewes, or Laud, 
or Mountagu — but, ‘by the ‘concurrent testimony 
of an overwhelming majority, including Ridley, 
and Hooker, and Whitgift ; Bramhall, Bull, Pear- 
son, and sucli as they were. RUOIGOS 9 , 


‘7. That by such conscious, wilful, and deliberate act such por- 
- tion of the Church becomes formally separated from the Catholic 
body, and can no longer assure to its members the grace of the 
sacraments and the remission of sins.” 

Now I demand of those who subscribed these resolutions suffi- 
cient proof how far, and in what way, they do not apply to, and 
are not fatal to the claim of, the reformed Irish Church. 
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_-But. the last, twelyemonths has changed. this, much 
"hae materially. "The case of Mr. Gorham, , with. its 
Y immediate,and, if we may say)so,.its personal points, 
aswell) as the very, many collateral difficulties, con- 
nected with and springing out of, it, forced, one,to en- 
quire somewhat more accurately, than ; before, into 
the exact facts and, history and, consequences, of the 
reformation... It, forced, one. to “prove by. somewhat 
sterner and, it, may, be, surer, tests, | the, sufficiency 
of the claims,advanced, by, the church, of England: 
y> It scarcely admits; of enquixy,.whether it be,ne- 
cessary that the Church Catholic,. or that ,every 
religious, body, professing|,to, be.a;;portion) of; jthe 
Church. Catholic, should lay,down dogmatically,,as 
truths, certain’ statements. upon. great,.Christian 
doctrines... I pass, by (for:the sake. of argument). the 
two. doctrines of, the, mystery ofthe. Ever-Blessed 
Trinity,” and, of holy baptism.) The one, is, of too 
sacred. and aweful a character tobe spoken of, when 
it. may be avoided; the other (we will say) has just 
been, determined, ‘a some extent, by the Civil abre 
in, its' appellate jurisdiction. ! df 

Let us suppose then that we have nas ree néloes 
trines clearly, | fully,,and distinctly. taught, by,the 
church of England. | What.are the. other: doatrines 
which she teaches with like distinetnes$)?)< foes -voa 

_ What is her especial doctrine, for example, upon 





“Se See my First Letter, note p- D4 
i This sentence. was written many weeks ago, before, any.1 rus 
mour even of the nature of the decision of the judicial committee 
was abroad, and upon the supposition that it, would be distinctly; in 
confirmation of. the judgment of the court below, 1 leave it unal- 
tered, to be corrected. as the reader. may himself think fit. a +, 
' c 
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the number of the Sacraments,* upon the blessings 
and spiritual graces which the ‘sactaments | convey, 
upon the distinctions between one sacrament and 
vanes al upon the mE ogy or advisableness - somie 





* We are accustomed to speak i in rather glowing terms of the 
‘dogmatic character of the common prayer book, and of the cate- 
chism in particular.. Few things have struck me more—and for 
some time past — than the manner in which the first question, and 
answer is made in the second part of the catechism. . The ques- 
tion is; ‘ How many Sacraments hath Christ ordained in His 
Church?” I suppose the plain answer would be, two; seven; ten; 
or twenty, as the case may be. For, let it be carefully observed 
that the question is not concerning sacraments necessary to salva- 
tion.’ And the answer’ is; “Two only, as generally necessary to 
‘salvation, that’ is to’ say, Baptism, and’ the Supper ofthe Lord.” 
Now I do assert, that such an answer evades— neither more nor 
less — evades the question’: it is, strictly, no answer at all: it is 
an answer for which a witness would be justly rebuked ina court 
of law.’ However, the catechism (as if glad to escape from a 
difficulty) accepts the answer, and’ asks, “ What meanest thou" by 
this word [as’ used’ by you] Sacrament?” I say, ‘as used* by 
you,” ‘because eoncerning a sacrament in’ the catholic: and® true 
sense, it is incomplete to say “I mean an’ outward and visible 

“sign, etc.” The more correct word would, in that case, be Sensible 
sign. But’ the word visible may perhaps be right; when beferted to 
two sacraments, “as generally necessary to Salvation.” 

Tam writing, it must be ‘recollected, for those, who make dine of 
the ‘catechism. - Therefore I would suggest two other places of this 
Same second part.. Namely; the following question ‘and answer : 
«Why then’are infants baptized) when by reason of their ‘tender 
age they cannot perform [repentance and faith]? Because they 
promise them both by their sureties; which promise; when they 
‘come to age, themselves are bound'to perform.” ‘What’ are We'to 
understand by this?’ And’ another answer! ‘teaching ‘truth, bat 
not'éxcluding error: “For the continual remembianee of thé sacri- 
fice of the dedth of Christ, &c.” “I allude in this last tothe’ équi- 
“vocal meaning of the term “remembrance :” excellent and “suffi- 
ciéht in’ its’ catholic’ sense, as so applied to the bléssed’ Eucharist : 
but most miserably deficient indeed if it is, as certainly (I suppose ) 


of them, or upon their virtue, powers, and efficacy, ? 
and do they contain, as. well as conyey,, grace ? 
Again, take the sacrament of the blessed Eucharist : 

what is the doctrine which. the. church, of Eng- 
land openly, plainly, and distinctly, teaches about 
it? does she tell us that it ¢s a sacrifice ? does 
she tell us that it is not a sacrifice? if a sacrifice, 
what is the Thing sacrificed? and, is’ it-or. is: it, not 
propitiatory for the living, or for the dead,: or-for 
neither? are the elements after the words of conse- 





it. may. be, understood in any other and a es sense. ~ And the 
difficulty is increased when we recollect, that this word. “ remem- 
brance” is to be carried on to the second clause of the sentence, 
“and of the benefits. which. we receive thereby.”,. It will explain 
my meaning, to quote.the following. passage from.;a sermon lately 
published onthe sacrament of the Eucharist. 

‘“* Here. J would warn you against, a hasty and, dretetacs: an 
inadequate understanding of the answer in. the Church catechism, 
where we are told that the sacrament,.of the, Lord’s Supper .was 
ordained, ‘ for the continual. Remembrance of, the Sacrifice of the 
Death of Christ, and of the benefits which we receive Thereby.’ 

“Jn this answer the term ‘ Remembrance’ does not only mean, 
no, nor chiefly mean, what, I have first. spoken of as ‘ commemora- 
tion. Which last word I have. used as. referring .to, ourselves ; 
that is; we commemorate: we solemnly. recall to. our. recollec- 
tions: we remember., But the ‘ Remembrance’ intended by the 
catechism must, in order that that.formulary should not. fall short 
of the full doctrine of the Catholic. Church, — for,. so. to fall short 
would in this case be heresy,— must, I say,,be understood in. its 
perfect and, complete theological sense... In;which sense the term 
refers, in a lower way certainly to ourselves, but in a, far, higher 
and more correct way, to the Almighty Father :—putting Him, as 
it were, solemnly in. remembrance of the Passion and the Atonement 
of the Son, and of. the ,Sacrifiee of ,His,.Death : bringing, before 
Him the appointed: Memorials, the Bread and Wine made; tobe 
the Body and the Blood.”—Sermons preached at S. Mary Church, 
2nd edit, p. 39. 
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cration bread and wine, as they were before, or are 
they the Body and the Blood of our Lord: ? are they 
both® if;onlyone; which of these are they? ought 
we, or ought: we not, to pay outward honour’ and 
reverence 'to“our Blessed ‘Lord, Present upon His » 
altar, after the consecration? Again; take Confirma- 
tion :' is this'a sacrament, ors it'not? if a sacrament, 
what ismeant by saying that it has not the like nature 
of'asacrament with baptism and’ the ‘Lord’s ‘supper ? 
is'it a ceremony in which the candidates confirm 
the vows ‘and: promises made for them by’ others, 
long before; when they were baptized, or is it an 
ordinance inwhich they receive also after’a sacra- 
mental) and mysterious manner, by the laying ‘on 
of ‘hands; the gift of the Holy Ghost, never in like 
manner td'be again given or received ? and is’ this 
last. ‘the ‘chief, or not the’ chief, end and: object of 
‘confirmation?’ Take, again,’ Extreme Unction:” is 
this} orisit not; lawful to be received and adminis- 
tered°in'the church of England ?* if it be) what 
are its effects? if it be not, why is it not? is ex- 
treme’ unction ‘a corrupt following of ‘the apos- 
tles;”’ ‘or not? if it’ be} incwhat sense ‘is’ it, and 





* “Tam aware that an argument may be raised on the omission 
of the ‘anitient office from our revised ritual: and’ that-a clergyman 
might; be;punishable for administer ing Extreme Unction; under his 
subscription to the 86th canon, in which he promises to use the 
rites and ceremonies and pes as contained in the Prayer 
Book,’ “and none other.” “But this prohibition would include. 
eepishiyy all modern’ offices of consecration of churches: for there is’ 
not. one law. for, bishops and another for-priests. And if so, a. 
prelate (now living) would be right, after all, when he mocked at. 
any form of consecration, and walked ir reverently into the church, 
saying, “It is merely'a signing of alg 
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aie or SS not seal bjns so! 2 eSiereil, take 
Matrimony : what. is the especial teaching: of. the 
church. of England about) this? . Again, Orders: 

is| episcopacy essential, or | not. essential, to, the: exis- 
tence of a Church! ‘can. the blessed-Eucharist.‘be 
given. ina. religious body — for, example,. in the 
kirk. of Scotland —- where’ there :is no-pretence;|of 
episcopal. ordination, in: fact, where ‘there: are: no 
priests? .is,\there. a“ character” given,» or not 
given, in ordination? ‘does a priest at his ordind+ 
tion receive power. to,remit,and, to retain! sins)? 
and .if so,.in. what sense? . Once, more;: before: we 
pass. from sacraments, or what the Catholic. Church 
for 1000. years: called. sacraments, take Absolution: 
what. does the church, of England teach about, this? 
is it.a sacrament. oriis it not? is it) oris\it not,/an 
ordinance.,appointed by, our. Lord’ to’ be forever 
continued’ and used, in-His Church; inorder that. 
penitents might: through it, obtain, remission..of 
mortal sin? is-previous, auricular confession—full, 
detailed,; and particular—necessary, or; not; neces- 
sary, to the grace of forgiveness by means of priestly 
absolution’. do the general public absolutions, pro- 
nounced in the daily prayers, convey, remission .of 
mortal sin, or,do.they not! are pardons and, penance, 
fond. things> vainly invented, rather repugnant ‘to 
the word of Gop than otherwise, and grown of the 
“corrupt following of the apostles: 2, and, if pardons, 
and. penance be not:.s0,: in» what-sense and !/within: 
what limits are they agreeable with Gov’s word’and’ 
with the tradition of the apostles? in short, is abso- 
lution a power to forgive and toretain sins, inherent 
in and to be exercised by all priests, or is it a mere 
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word Toosély and ‘improperly retained in some’ of 
the formularies of the church of England, signi- 
fying. nothing? if the first of these be too high a 
way of speaking of it, and the second be too low 
and mean, what else is it?” ) 

‘This much, then, upon the sacraments. T ‘shall 
trouble you with one or two more questions only : 
for, surely, enough has been already said to startle 
‘some, who have not hitherto thought upon the 
‘mnatter; but, contented with the liberty of teaching 
‘or believing what they please, have further taken 
for granted that the reformed oo of pela 
‘ definitely taught the same. | 

- For example § : praying for the dead: is this, or 
is it not, a pious, lawful, and catholic duty? Is 
| there, or is there not, a purgatory? Is invocation 
“of saints an unlawful practice, contrary to the 
written word of Gop? May the sacrament of the 
Lord’s s supper be reserved, carried about, lifted up, 
and worshipped, by authority and custom of the 
Church, although “ not by Christ’s ordinance ;” or 
“may It not? In what sense is Faith “the mean 
whereby the Body of Christ is received and eaten 
in the Supper ?” and do they only, who rightly, 
worthily, and with faith receive the Sacrament, 
partake of the Body and the Blood of Christ ? 

: No one will deny that these last also, in various 

degrees, are grave questions, involving and connected 
~with chief truths of Christ’s Holy Gospel, and in- 

. fluencing the daily lite and practice of the members 
~ of His Church. 


And I must instance in two more . particulars only. 
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First, what does the church of England now teach us 
respecting the blessed virgin, Mary? 2. “Ts it. Wrong 
—I do not ask, is it right, but,is it wrong —especi- 
ally to. invoeate her, or is it. not wrong? did the 
English church at the reformation change at all the 
doctrines which. she taught before the year 1540, 
regarding Mary, and if so, where are we to find the 
statement of that change, and to what extent does it 
reach? ought. the acceptance, to which we are 
obliged, of the Catholic test ‘ Mother of Gop” to 
affect our thought and practice ; and, if so, in what 
way! 

Second ; sie doctrine of J netibaation : and, on 
this, with respect to/one particular alone. Namely ; ; 
in what, sense is it true “ that we are justified by 
faith, only,” and that it is a most wholesome doc- 
-trine, and..very full of comfort? is it true im the 
Roman. sense ?..or in the Lutheran? or in neither # ? 
and—not delaying. to enquire whether the doctrine 

of justification by faith only, which seems to be put 
forth in the homily. «of salvation,” ‘is sound. or 
sufficient—I further ask, where are we to, find. ‘* the 
homily. of justification ?” 

I again repeat, that all these doctrines, last speci- 
fied, are-of very bigh importance :, some of them 
not less than the others, beforementioned, connected 

_with the sacraments: indeed, several of them. are 
also so connected. And, at any rate, upon the 
vital and. essential character of one,, justification by 
faith, protestants. aré agreed. Nevertheless, it, 1s 
quite at the option of every minister of our reformed 
Church, .to, hold and _ to teach any one of them, 
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according to either of the two or (as the case may 
be) twenty modes:in which he may choose :to fancy: 
it: (in other’ words, every one of! 5 tain ata 
solemn doctrines, ist pam tf open ee gk 2 mere: 
matter'of “ opinion.”’ oft 2! 

| Has the:world ever before aa rcs hésiec now. 
exist) anywhere-—another example ofa religious 
sector community which does not take one side, ‘or 
the other, clearly and) distinctly, : upon: at leastia’ 
very large proportiow of the doctrines = we » have 
just: been speaking of ? : oh 

If it shall appear'to some, that the coavtiletie! given 
are not all:to be allowed tobe .“‘ open questions;” let 
them take twoonly:; namely, the doctrines of J ustifi-0 
cation and of thecholy Eucharist.) When they: can 
tell'us’what:the teaching of the reformed church of 
England is regarding: these two,owe wall) proceed 
to: = a “whack more ime a ner ieee the« 
rest. aie LS di! NOM € : 9913 
We: wees riot! to: be cosh ilies that “ open: nequesdl? 
tions,”’ and doctrines of the gospel left to be matters 
‘“of opinion,” are as objectionable to the evangelical. 
party in the church of England,:as' to: ourselves.: 1: 
can quite understand ‘how ithe Jate: decision’ of the 
judicial committee must offend all who are:sincere: 
and honest: amongstithem. It was good policy per=. 
hapso(to use the: language of: the «world )) which ) 
prompted them, wlilstithe cause continued, to speak 
im aliberal-and humble way of being suffered and 
allowed to teach whatithey: would: and. which in-"| 
duced their advocate before the court of Arches:to: 
say, that “‘ the arms of the church of England are. 
wide enough to embrace both parties.’ But the 
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recognition of such a principle is fatal to their,old, 
condemnation of the doctrine of regeneration in the 
sacrament: of baptism; as being “a delusion of ;Sa-_ 
tan;”: “ a soul-destroying heresy ;”-and:the likes» 

It is not, however, within my purpose to consider» 
the position of the evangelical, but of the high-church 
party: of that:party by:-whom the very notion ofa 
truth of the Christian Faith being an “open ques-* 
tion”’<is to beutterly disavowed ;: who know nothing : 
about “‘matters:of opinion”) im the place: of: dog) 
matic teaching upon essential: doctrines, om which | 
our daily life and future salvation must depend. |! 

Here, very probably, some one may objectagainst, 
me my own language, published rather:more than:a 
year ago. l:allude to my: book on: the doctrine of 
absolution. Let:me quote it. ‘ We-declare:there- 
fore that the church of England:now: holds, teaches, 
and/insists upon, all things whether of belief-or prac-) 
tice, which she held, taught, and insisted on, before: 
the»year 1540, unless:she ‘has since‘that: times:plain- 
ly, openly, and dogmatically asserted the contrary.:' 
This we declare in general.) And, in-particular, as 
regards that most: important question; the right/in=: 
terpretation of the various services im) our common» 
prayer book, we further add: that» whatsoever» we: 
find handed down from the earlier rituals):of: the 
church of England, and neither limited nor extends: 
ed. in its meaning by any subsequent: canon or ar- 
ticle, must be understood to signify (upon: the one 
hand) fully and entirely all, and (on the other hand) 
no'more than it signified before the revision of the 
ritual.”?.p. 49. 

When that passage was written, it was written 
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in, entire.assurance,that every word, siecle be. esta- 
plished. ..I,do not: think so, new... And, with what 
ever pain 1, say. this, it/is not because my. belief has 
altered! from accepting. the. fixed, principle, that. all 
essential Christian truth. is.one, and eternal; and 
that every part.of the Church Catholic. is bound, of 
necessity to:hold it whole and undefiled. ... Believing, 
as at that, time I did, with the strongest confidence 
and trust; that the ichurch.of England, was.a, living 
and sound portion of the One Holy Catholic Church, 
I. could not but assert, as being capable of undeniable 
proof, her, claims to teach authoritatively and un- 
deniably every single doctrine, of the Catholic Faith. 
If I searched \into her, foundations, it was, with no 
shadow of fear lest they should be.seen, not, to, be 
resting, on, the Rock, but, much, rather, in the) un- 
doubting hope that, the, more she was tested and 
examined, the. more teumpheniiyi she won, declare 
herself to,be:Divine. | if 
If the end of long enquiry. and sib pae has 
resulted! in disappointed. hope, and what,seems to be 
evidence of the fallacy of former expectations ;. if I 
am compelled to own that the utmost 'we are justified 
in declaring seems.to be,—not that the church, of 
England now “‘holds..and ‘teaches’ &c., .but—that 
the church of. England now suffers and permits to 
/bevheld and taught: and: again, as tothe right in- 
-terpretation of the prayer book, not “must be un- 
derstood,” but, ‘may be understood :”. let none sup- 
pose that Ihave lightly yielded up that ground upon 
which, alone, a minister of, the church. of England, 
as a minister of the Church, Catholic,,can stand 
securely. 
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~T would speak here one or two words more, upon _ 
confirmation: It is remarkable thatin the catechism, 
to’ be learned of ‘every child before confirmation, 
there i is not one word said concerning at. Neither 
to'tell us what it is, nor, what it is not If we goto 
the homilies, —not that their ‘every ‘sentence is of 
authority or true —we find but little there. ‘The 
index of the late Oxford university edition has one 
reference, under this head 3 “Confirmation; not a 
sacrament.” ‘As if the faith of the reformed English 
church, ‘about’ sacraments and ‘sacramental grace, 
consists of negations. ‘Turning, however, tothe 
place, we read ‘nothing which can give us any ex- 
alted notion of its great benefit) and ee but 
rather otherwise. 

“And having spoken’ above of the acts dries in 
1669, if is remarkable (to say the least) that’ the. 
Tong prefacé and promise by the candidates ‘were 
then added. Until that time, with theexception of 
‘some ceremonies, the office stood much as it had been 
in the ancient books. Anda very solemn, holy, ser- 
“vice it must have been: There was in it nothing 
which could ‘have led to the low and miserable 
notion, now so prevalent, that candidates go ‘to 
“confirm: themselves :” to make their promise, by 
“their own word of mouth ; to take on themselves — 
as if unobliged before—the vows made for them, at 
baptism. Alas! we cannot wonder at the scandals 
and irreverence so often shewn at confirmations. 
~ | Among all the things done by the English bishops 
“and convocations’ since’ the reformation, I know 
nothing so unaccountable, as this addition made in 
1662 to the office of confirmation. Weare told 
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that, the, Savoy. Hips aves * weet slogan DRONES 
that the catholic, doctrine of holy, baptism, was then 
intended — whatever. might, have. been, the case, for 
the preceding hundred years—to be at last declared 
as exclusively the truth according to. the teaching 
of the church of England. Yet, at.this very period, 
for the first time in, ‘the history of any part, of the 
Christian Church, and of which no,example'can be 
found, in our ancient rituals, a new. tone. was given 
to the office of confirmation: and something. very. 
like an. authoritative assent was made to'the doctrine, 
that the grace. of baptism depends or, is, suspended. 
upon the personal faith and PROHHER of the recipient, 





»-* It is not-to be forgotten ne there were some long rubrics, in 
the Prayer books. of 1549, and the, intermediate Books till 1662, 
prefixed to the catechism and order of confirmation, in which there 
are assertions of the propriety of persons ratifying in after life, the 
promises:made for them by others‘at their baptism. ‘There can be 
no doubt that, allthis is right, properly understood sand it scarcely: 
could be misunderstood, so long as this ratifying and “ confirming” 
of promises formed no part of the office; or, so long as there was 
also to-be found inthe: same rubrics, the following declaration of 
the benefit:,of the: holy -ordinance’ itself.» This: declaration® would 
have corrected perhaps, in some: measure, ' the ‘effect of the: promi=’ 
nence givemin 1662 to the renewal and ratification, ima very solemn’: 
way;/of /the baptismal promises, if-it had been suffered: to» remain: 
But it was at that.same time removed.» “‘ Forasmuch as  confirma- 
tion, is ministered to them that: be baptized, ‘that; by imposition of 
hands and, prayer,:they ‘may receive strength and defence against 
all.temptations to: sin, and:the assaults of the world and the devil, 
it. is most, meet: to be ministered:when ‘children come to that age 
that partly: by the frailty of their own flesh, partly by the assaults 
of the, world: and the devil; they: begin: to-be in danger to fall into 
sundry kinds. of sin.”; Why-have we not, now, this ‘statement ? why 
have we not something, at any rate, of the same kind? is it too 
dogmatic? or, is it untrue and tending towards a superstitious te- 
gard of confirmation ? 


and that confirmation is not a distinct gift of the 
Holy Ghost, but the completion of the sacrament of 
baptism: «We! know ‘well that any ‘Sign’ even’ “of 
leaning to so unsound a doctrine, is entirely i incom- 
patible with aright and full acceptance of the truth 
of baptismal regeneration: Far'be it from me to say 
that'this addition to the office of confirmation’ posi- 
tively contradicts the’ spirit ‘of the replies made by 
the ‘bishops at the conference :but I'do repeat that 
it is an unaccountable and strange proceeding, sup- 
posing—as fora long time we have supposed—that 
they believed the teaching of the church of England 
and of the church of Rome to be identical ee the 
sacrament of baptism.*) 7‘ ’ : + 
Before I-pass sitopetnet from the enifeer: of our 
differences. on essential: doctrines’ ofthe’ Faith, it 
must be observed, that there is an objection likely 
enough to be urged by the evangelical party: name- 
ly, that, so far.as they are ‘themselves! concerned, 
these differences do not reach, in any degree, to the 





* Not less unaccountable, perhaps—admitting the Catholic spirit 
of the convocation and bishops of 1662,—is the restoration’ of the 
very important statement about the Presence of our Blessed Lord 
in the Eucharist. -This, which first:made its appearance in ‘the se- 
cond. Book of king Edward, was rejected by queen Elizabeth in 
1559, and might almost have been thought forgotten after’an in-' 
terval of 100 years. Do ubtless there are some verbal ‘alterations 
between the present rubric and that of 1552 : -but.this does ‘not re- 
move the difficulty of discovering the reason of its being replaced 
at all, upon the principles which we are anxious to attribute to the 
convocation of 1662... Would such a course be now recommended 
or even consented to by the Anglo-catholic party of the present day ? 
If this statement about the Real Presence had never been heard of, ° 
since its brief existence in the Book of 1552, should we allow it to 
be-received once more, and from such a source? 


extent which has been above spoken of. It maybe 
So snay, in fairness to themselves I must own, it is 

 'Thenumber and variety of opinions, in reality, 
Begin to exist, after the one characteristic barrier 
has been passed; which divides the two great sec- 
tions of our: Church. As a whole, the evangelical 
party are’ tolerably unanimous in their judgment 
upon most of the-questions above asserted to be 
matters ‘ of opinion” and they would decide rea- 
dily upon conclusions distinctly denying the ancient 
doctrine of the church of England, held and taught 
before: the reformation,: on each’ and ‘every’ one 
of those questions. This isnot unimportant: rather, 
of material weight in such ‘an enquiry as the present. 
The fact is not to be lightly regarded, that, the two 
great parties’ by which the ‘church’ of England is 
divided ‘having been distinguished, the further state 
of conflict:and difference of opimion,;—scarcely’ less 
miserable and’ fatal than ‘the one great‘and funda- 
mental difference, — is to be found ‘chiefly, ifnot 
entirely, amongst ourselves. It begins alas! with 
the attempt’ to bring back Catholic°teaching and 
Catholic faith mto the reformed church of England, 
and into agreement with her articles and Ug ced 
book. 

There isanother point to ith i had dhtendéd 
to direct ‘your ‘attention ; namely, to the contradic- 
tions which appear ‘to exist between the course:of 
teachimg which many of our party commonly adopt 
andthe’ 39:articles, together owith anvenquiry into 
the kind of interpretation, and: its admissibility, by 
which» such apparent contradictions are avoided. 
It is, of course, in itself a relief openly to state our 


a4 
mode ‘of interpretation, and toleave to» our rulers 
to.decide by legal proceedings, whether it is, :or is 
not,:within ‘the limits of our subscription: Butol 
shall: now’ pass this: by. Some two: or three consi- 
derations, however, which may be more: briefly dis- 
cussed; will come within my present: purpose: 
» ‘Scareely a word need: be said! of the) unbounded 
(really there is no other term—): of the unbounded 
variety of, opinion upon: essential and) important 
doctrines of the Faith, which exists:among the clergy 
and: people ‘of the: English. church. 9: 1¢ cis :a: fact, 
notorious:and: undeniable : | deplored: as an eviliby 
the majority of us ;:yet, regarded by nota few asia 
thing which. is:to:be:approved of rather than) othér- 
wise, and.evidence that the reformation has: given 
freedom to tender consciences, ,or to» the: exercise 
of a large and: charitable liberality. ; Such» ai wa- 
riety of opinion; must. be, a necéssary,conséquence 
of, the numerous doctrines, which:careful considera 
tion will!jshow \us; have been _left,.‘ = ; bs our 
Church. | 
odt dis very commonly nighd that Gis: isiowing ito 
our: bishops not; having, attempted,) forthe last: hun- 
dred years, to restrain their clergy, and: to’ enforce 
a greater unanimity of opinion and teaching/pan 
short, to the want: of discipline.» Indeed it: cannot 
be said that: the, frequent complaints: which lately 
have: been brought against our bishops; by persons 
of both classes) of) opinion, are all unfounded: and 
untrue. bam: notispeaking of individuals: whom we 
know to be exceptions, but:of the bishops as a body, 
ruling over, guiding,: caring’ forthe Church, her 
clergy,'and her people. It\is:a very:serious, and a 


mournful subject: one hie I am bound to notice, 
though it be in fewest possible words. Can we. then 
boldly defend the conduct of our bishops, during the 
last twenty years? Would that we could answer con- 
tinual complaints, by. telling how they have neglected 
the gathering of wealth, and refused to provide un- 
duly for near relatives and children ; how they have 
despised the luxuries or refinements of society, and 
sought, instead, constant. and familiar intercourse 
with the rey over whom they have been placed, 
sometimes sharing the plain fare and resting in the 
humble lodging of their poorer brethren, yet oftener 
extending their, own liberal hospitality to those who 
would gratefully have received it, as a token of 
sympathy, and kindness, and mutual regard, as 
testifying an approval also of zeal and labour, 
which could not, perhaps, be otherwise rewarded ; 

how they have been themselves examples to their 
dioceses in the practice of a holy and self-denying 
life; how, by their diligent and avowed observance 
of religious rules, as to daily prayer, fasting,, and 
the like, they have led others onwards to obey, by 
the shewing forth of their own obedience ;, how they 
have endeayoured, so far as. they auld, to. carry 
out the system and to. establish the authority of the 
rubrics and orders of the Church; how they have 
given their support. to those who tage taught (and 
taught without running into extremes) catholic doc- 
trine, and recommended catholic duties ; ; how. on 
the other hand, they have refused their support to 
all who have leaned to the vagueness of puritan doc- 
trine, and to the laxity of puritan piety. “Would— 
I repeat it — that we might thus have spoken ; but 
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Th may not be ; ; yet, T must say, it is not quite just 
to charge our bishops, either of the last century or 
this, with entire responsibility for the state of con- 
fusion now existing; it is not quite just to accuse 
them of having caused it, solely by their neglect of 
the proper exercise of ecclesiastical discipline. 

If it be true— and I repeat that it is true—that 
the English reformation has advisedly and delibe- 
rately left “open” all those doctrines which have 
been specified, and other doctrines besides those, it 
is impossible, from the very nature of the case, but 
that as wide a variety of opinion should inevitably 
follow. It may, or it may not, be. right that a 
church should have one faith ; but it is certain that 
there is not, and probably cannot be, « one faith | im 
the reformed church of England. # 

Nor is it to be forgotten that, taken together, the 
power of the supreme court of appeal, and the 
number of Christian truths which are allowed to 
be matters of opinion, increase the force of the 
objections which, under any circumstances, must 
lie ‘against either the one or the other, separately, 
of these two great difficulties. ‘They play into one 
another. If the English reformation had left us a 
clear and distinct form of religious teaching ; if it 
had decidedly explained what the doctrine of the 
. sacraments, or of the eucharist, &c. really 1 is 3 if it 
had not aimed at including, if possible, persons of 
opposite opinions; if its principle had not been to 
leave every man to the exercise of his private judge- 
ment upon the inspired word of Gop and the three 
creeds; then it would not have been so completely 
within the jurisdiction of the royal supremacy, to 
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determine these questions to be. enero 
as, they, happen . from time, to time to..b 
fory ward in appeal... ae VE f ree 
am ready | to priate that: thes pe 
and, afterwards. the. court, of appeal, 
whatever, its constitution may be, if ealled upon to, 














the particular ¢ dgctrinea shove mentioned, at . ne 
‘open, ’ doctrines, Even this seems. doubtful : but Pi 
ap Re at, all. i in. doubt ‘DAY: far, from. it. indeed, —- 
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will’ Yémember that ‘his’ advocate relied td’ ‘what 
extent it would be'hard to’ say—upon the numerous 
extracts which he produced from the works of Cran 
mer, “Ridley, Latimér, Becon, J ewell, Whitgift, and 
others. The court listened patiently, treated them 
with the consideration they deserved, and decided 
that they could not have any legitimate bearing upon 
the particular | case then at issue. All such extracts 
were declared to be mere “ opinions of individuals,” 
and “ private Opinions which must not be taken’as 
authority.” I have ‘already made ‘some ‘Femarks 
upon this mattér, in explaining how far it has in- 
fluenced - my own views on the subject.” iit ig not 
necessary now to dispute the correctness ‘of the 
principle laid down by the judge of the court. of 
Arches: but there’ are few, however, who’ ‘would 
not readily grant, ‘that we must not run into’ ‘the 
other’ extreme, and despise contemporary interpre- 
tation in all cases, and set aside writers’ (long looked 
to and esteemed) as wholly to be disregarded. A 
moment’s thought will shew us, that it is’ not the 
same thing to quote the authority: of. divines 3 in ‘fa- 
your of, and ‘to’ quote it against, ‘the’ apparent or 
primary meaning of disputed parts of the formularies 
of our Church. And, 'so far as my present purpose 
is concerned, this is all which i desire to 0 press poe 
the reader’s consideration. asad ag 

“But the question is, itself, of” so! “much initébest 
aiid importance,’ that T'should be sorry ‘hot to make 
die Gr tWo't more observations, in’ as S few: words as. 


may be.” gamaiga: 98 9013 oF 28 ,OVvres moe i 
ee éstimating the aie bf thie writings of ‘liza: 
bethan Abies” we must remember one circum- 
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stance, which will incline us to listen to them ‘more 
favourably than we otherwise might, when’ they seem 
to speak in opposition to what we believe to be Catho- 
lic truth. “Tmean in those instances, only, where 
the formularies themselves do not, seemingly, speak 
algo in the same language, or to the same purpose. 
Even if we’ chose to admit that there is not one 
single writer of the church of England, between the 
years 1548 and 1600, who,’ upon:some’ point’ or : 
other, does not appear to have’ held and advanced 
heretical doctrine,—-some, this doctrine’; some, that ; 
‘some, one only ; some, many ;—it is not to be’ won- 
dered at. It was ‘an ‘age of religious’ excitement 
and alteration’: all ancient ‘teaching and ‘practices 
of the Church were undergoing an’ examination : 
and every man, whatever his qualifications’ may 
have been, brought forward’ and advocated the re- 
ception of his own peculiar fancies. It by no'means 
follows because certain opinions were then‘published, 
nay, for’ a time, pressed, that mene Lbeie abt 


sertion of them.. Probably some opinions, Krebiea 
in themselves, were propounded ‘at’ stich @ period, 
rather to be enquired into and tested) than to ‘be 
“accepted. '' Submission ‘also to’ the authority of the 
Church, (within the limits)’ whatsoever they can ‘be 
shewn to be, which the reformers approved of,) was 
a duty which perhaps some would have avid upon 
‘as well as talked of. . ; 
But it is further’ argued that Ley were chief in 
station who, during the reigns of Edward and’ Eliza- 
beth, held what we Heliave: to be heretical opinions : 
bishops and archbishops, and professors of theology, 
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and men who would be, in virtue of their office, mem- 
bers of convocation... Let.it be so. Say, moreover, 
that they were unanimous, upon any given doctrine 
which the, Church seems to. have decided in an op- 
posite way.;,,lt, was an; unanimity, after all, only, of 
opinions put. forth as private,men and indiv iduals. 
We cannot,.tell what modifications of. statement 
might have been made, what renunciations of erro- 
neous teaching, what corrections, what retractations, 
when these same men came together in, a, provincial 
synod... This we know, that, when. the clergy of the 
church of, England did, meet in convocation, various 
private fancies were continually brought before her 
notice, and.as continually rejected, and: condemned 
by. the. rejection. 
You will see.that Iam pete to state rt mat- 
ter as favourably for. our Church, .as, in justice, I 
‘feel. one.can..; And I-do.believe. that: the firm, and 
humble. piety, the catholic feeling, and. habit, of 
thought,; the accurate . knowledge. of... very. solemn 
questions of divinity, the; practised acquaintance 
with the noble.and.exact: theology of the, schools, 
which in those days characterized, as.a body, the 
parochial clergy of England, often enabled the lower 
house of convocation to see through the subtleties 
by which men, from their studies, tried to mislead 
the people. But it did not. enable them also. to with- 
stand, on. all occasions,.the pressure to which they 
were exposed: and it is probable that,—still hope- 
ful under Divine Providence for the best, and unable 
to foresee the sureconsequences which we have learnt 
from.the experience of three hundred, years,—they 
were thankful even for so small a gain, as to have 
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succeeded in: avoiding, as; at,that, time it | sented 
the distinct! rejection of essential truths: , In-short,, 
the opinionsiof individual writers are of importance, 
and:only:then, when jit:can:be, shewn that thesehureh; 
of England:has favourhbly:acceptedi/the teaching 
which wascoffered:her; or, thatshe has deliberately: 
removed statements inv her:earlier» documents and 
rituals, which, if suffered to remain, would! have been 
incopposition ito: such hew teaching. s dose 

‘oWitheregard. to: the acceptance « taal ihbeofbeckion 
of changes:in doctrinal statements and: formularies;, 
whichwere consented:to by the English: convocation 
inthe:sixteenth century; let meobserve, that.although 
itas alwayswright for men-so far as human foresight 
will:enable them—to,judge of the fitness of proposed 
acts» bystheir probable tendencies, yet such a judge- 
ment may be shewn to be ill-founded and mistaken, 
bythe results of after.experience: “Thus we may be; * 
nay; we must be, necessarily, better judges.of; the 
true» tendencies of the reformation, asan act, than 
they could have -been who. were its contemporaries. 
Because the consequences of the religious alterations 
ins that: age have. shewn themselves. to. be, surely 
and.certainly;:in one:direction, namely, to, error, of 
all kinds: and: confusion; :it.is not true. that, there= 
fore men are to be hastily condemned, in that.at 
the: beginning of them they. expected: better, things, 
and: atleast: hoped that: no. other consequence than 
good, could: follow.:.The wise.and. prudent-among - 
the -clergy: of: England, during the reigns. of Henry 
and..Edward, must-have. regarded the sweeping 
changes then, made in, doctrine,, worship, and.prac- 


tice/with hearts faintingin them for fear’: Tospeak: 
of theirhaving ‘had confidence in the chief promoters’ 
of those ‘changes; would ‘be toaccuse them of oe 
their trust incevilemén,oand not in! Gop; andofia 
deliberate »belief ithatsthe’ Divine Blessing’ would 
surely rest upon bloodshed; and ‘sacrilégeyand':im~ 
piety; and:hypocrisy;:and:sin::: Nor»could-a reason 
able confidenceexist;:in the very nature of: things,: 
~ at such a period vof hasty vreformation vand:almost: 
unchecked liberty and:desire of: change,:except upon 
some: sufficient: evidence that! the: Spirit of» Gonodie 
rectedcall that! was! being done, whatever might be 
the character .of the instruments! He used»! Can! we 
say, ‘that they ‘received; during’ their own time; any 
such evidence?! can we'say, that we ‘have found it in 
the years ‘which have since'gone by?) This,'at least; 
we know: that a claim to the assistance of/the Holy 
-Ghost;:which' was put ‘forth soleninly in! one of ‘thé 
most important'documents:of the reign:of Edward 
the sixth, was dropt’silently as regarded'any words; 
and’ distinctly denied ‘as’ regarded‘ action, within’ the 
space’ of four short “years.2>-And, taught! ‘byexpe- 
rience, tovether with ‘a*moderation ‘to which ‘we! are 
bound'to give due praise, the reformed church of 
Eneland: has" never — to renew: so) oe a 
Manis ai .pooMSbaco a ae, nae a) 
“Let us return to the subject Sloth aii we haste 
aiatiesei oItbeing’ undenied, that there:does exist 
amongst us a vast'variety of opinion, I would goon 
téobserve; that in its chief divisions, as regards the 
élergy,"it may be distinguished into three classes, 
represented by the high-church,and*by the: low- 
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church, and by, those, (greater, in, number than we 
might, like to acknowledge). who care very, little on 
nothing about either the one party,.or, the.other,. 

With these last,—who are anxious only that. nie 
ters may be.kept. quiet, saying, that things, did. well 
enough, for their fathers and will.continue their, own 
time, that: really all this controversy is about, words, 
and is likely to dono good but,rather, very much, 
harm, that, it may tend—lamentable thought—even 
to.a separation of Church,and State, and. to a diffi- 
culty, about deaneries and, canonries ;.about.tithes, 
and houses, and glebe, and gardens, and things, of 
that, sort; — with these, last,.I, say, we will.not, 
trouble ourselves, 

As to, the second of the je tities boner the. 
low-church or..eyangelical, I, have, no, hesitation) 
in making a candid avowal. Whatever my opinions 
may have been some. time, ago, it,is impossible for 
me to conceal from. myself that further, enquiry. has. 
convinced me, that the real spirit and intention, of the . 
reformed church of England,are shewn.and,carried,, 
out and, taught by the low-church party, as/truly.as,. 
by, ourselves 2* J cannot, bring myself to say ‘rather. 
than ourselyes;”’ but that, at least they, have amply 
sufficient argument to.oblige.us to the acknowledge-,, 
ment, that the very utmost.which,we can claim. for, 
our opinions is, that they.are ‘‘open’’.to. us,,,.And_I, 
would have youyery seriously to consider whether we 
ought, to besatistied with teaching and believing essen... 
tial doctrines of the Faith, to be nly probably HAY: | 
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*'Ts there any qe on which the ah Be differ, upon 
which we should have had the slightest chance of obtaining a sentence 
against an evangelical clergyman, except the doctrine of Baptism ? 
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~The steps by which ‘this: conclusion has been at 
léngth forced upon mé' are'similar to those of which 
I have already spoken ‘to’ you, ' sin ice et to 
doctrine of. baptismal regeneration. | 

“Remember, I am in no degree ‘withdrawing from 
the full extent of the assertion, repeated more: than 
once, that the church of England leaves “* open” 80 
many deep and important doctrines. But what I now 
say is, that, of the two ‘extremes, the low-church 
clergy: no less than the high-church or Anglo-catholic 
(as it is called) teach UicodvCinis to the spirit’ of the 
English reformation. Or) ‘put it in another way: 
there are no greater’ difficulties ‘in making their 
system, taken as a whole, or parts of their system, 
consistent with the’ formularies of the church of 
sesh than v we find, by Se to a In our 
own. 

Tt weit be hard probably to specify any aethite! | 
except regeneration in holy baptism, which, upon 
the face’ of the formularies themselves, seems to con-— 
tradict their systen:. Some would suggest absolution 
also: and to my mind it certainly is an equal stum- 
bling-block in their way with baptismal regenera- 
tion: but then I have to ‘recollect that my own 
teaching upon this doctrine is ‘accepted by very few 
indeed, ‘as the’ true interpretation of our forms of 
absolution; and that’ the usual explanation of them ’ 
which has been commonly advanced amongst us, 
can scarcely be felt by any low-churchman to be 
a difficulty at all.’ I mean that explanation which 
does not insist upon the necessity of previous auri- 
cular confession in order to the grace of the sacra- 
ment.of absolution ; and-which allows thatthe power 
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of retaining: and remitting: sins is fullyanid>properly’ 
exertised; whenthe'géneralforms of absolution’ are’ 
read) dm the daily offices; or} assome ‘also”put ‘it, 
when the sacraments off baptisie® is!-adm ninistereds) 
Such ‘an’ explanation’ of the: doctrine “of “absolution 
cannot bea difficulty in the way ofan evangelical 
clergyman ;. and! ‘you know ‘well that‘it‘is‘the expla- 
nation pica ean mee irs. and! boii set 
shed to madenwy aad eherdfor’ baits eka of, ‘the true’ 
and catholic meaning of the awful conitiission, _ 

at ordination,“ Whose sins ‘thou dost forgive, ete.” 
(But, by'way!of dlustration, take “one sirsioraae 
amples.° And these ‘will perhaps show’ how certain’ 
passages which are difficulties, and°we feel’ then to’ 
be'such, in our own path, aré, in the first and plainest 
sense of the words, in favour of the evangelical sys+ 
tem*''anidnot only so, but we have nothing so plain 
to ‘produce ‘against them. In‘short, these°are* pas- 
sages which we“ get out of” or explain away; whilst 
theytake then in their simple and obvious meaning. 
In'these‘one or two exanples you will “observe that 
Lrefer to the prayér-book,’as well as'the articles: 
© Take Justification: we hold and teach: that ajus 
tified man. is really’so: that he is'not merely called; 
a reputed'to be; righteous; but’ that ‘he actually is 
“The opposite party deny’ this’: and they readily 
appeat’ tothe first opening of the morning’ and 
evening: ‘prayer, where this verse’ of the143rd’ ps. 
is appointed'to be'read: ““ Enter not into judgement 
with Thy servant,-O Lorp; for in Thy sight shall 
no man living be gusto? ~ And* then they may 
turn to the T1th article; “Weare accounted 'righte: 
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ous before Gop.”| Of-course;iI:am not speaking: of 
the: Tight sense of this:verse of the! psalm, but-of the 
waysimwhich acperson holdingathsoundviewsiof the 
dogtrine, of justification, may (ascindeed«mentdo) ae- 
- fen ite itxjas tha virig)-béem selected:iniva|marked way 
by.those who, compiled our formularies, and as: dee 
claring the mind. of the,English,chunch. 19) 
» Again, Absolution... What.answer is, me vie given 
to ‘those, who, assert, that previous auricular, confes- 
sion; is not, essential tothe. reception, of ,sacerdotal 
absolution, and, that; private) absolution is, not) the: 
highest. and fittest ,exercise of the power of | the 
keys,” when, we find it,to,be,;thusdeclared im ‘the 
exhortation, before -the/ daily: prayers ;).‘f We ought 
at; all, times: humbly to, acknowledge! our, sins: -be- 
fore,,Gop,;.yet ought we. most chiefly, so todo, 
when we| assemble and meet.together, &¢,’’?) Now; 
if there is, any, truth in the catholic, doctrine: of 
the. sacrament of..absolution,,/it;4s),quite), certain, 
that) we. ought. not, ‘most, chiefly” » to, acknow= 
ledge our. .sins.. before Gop,. when ;we,assemble. for 
public prayer. || Let.it be rememberedalso, that: this 
assertion.is immediately followed by the performance 
of the thing spoken of ; ,namely,.a: solemn. general 
acknowledgement, of sins:.and,-moreover, that’ this 
declaration was. first. made.by. the.church: of. Eng-, 
land,.at the very.time when‘ she.asserted sacramental 
absolution.not tobe of necessity, and. therefore re- 
moved: also, the. necessity of auricular confession. 
Then, again, the articles might be referred, to, and 
imthem we find it to be distinctly said that-“‘ penance 
[poenitentia-or absolution].is not to be counted. for 
a_sacrament,.of the Gospel, but has grown) of the 
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‘corrupt following, of, the apostles.” I.can only add 
upon this, that,if absolution, after auricular. confes- 
sion,,-be ‘not “ a,sacrament.of :the Gospel,” it. is.a 
most fearful, playing, with, holy. things,;,.and)a: blas- 
phemy,, both.,to, utter, and fo “aten to,. to.say,.“¢ 1 
absolve thee from all thy sins.’ it t6 Josh 
Once more,. the, blessed Fania _ An. evan- 
gelical clergyman teaches his people that this sacra- 
ment is a sacrifice only m:an.improper and. secon- 
dary sense: a’ sacrifice, in. short, only.of prayer and 
praise. Or, he might go on.to.say,,a sacrifice. or 
very solemn) dedication, of, ourselyes:to, Almighty. 
Gop., And,,that it-is,a,sacrifice.in no-sense other 
than, this... Nor has; he any hesitation, in pointing 
out more than one plain passage. of the liturgy in 
which the. Eucharist) isso spoken of; and, from the 
fact.ef its,.bemg..so spoken. of, he concludes, and 
with great reason, that, it is nothing more. For, it 
must be: remembered that, our liturgy as well as 
our, other; services and offices. are not new forms, 
in. the sense of being the first. things of, their, kind. 
But, on) the contrary, they superseded. and occupy 
the place. of other: services which were declared to 
be. superstitious and. erroneous in doctrine. There- 
fore if the earlier liturgy contained, as, it did con- 
tain, words and passages distinctly, admitting and 
asserting, the catholic truth.of the Eucharistic sacri- 
fice, which words have been carefully excluded from 
our, present, service, .it may be most; forcibly urged 
that with. the words there was rejected. also the doc- 
trine which..they..contained. Let. me remind you 
that, Lam, not saying. thatthe mere omission of 
words, which. were. inthe. ancient liturgy does, in 
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itself and alone, prove the rejection’ of the doctrine, 
but that it looks that way, to’say the least'of it, in 
common: fairness’ of ‘interpretation. And °we''do 
certainly requiré a somewhat plain’ statement else 
where, of a contrary kind, to’ counterbalance ‘the 
effect of the omission.” Where aré'we to find’ such 
a statement of ‘the’ ‘continued recognition ‘by ‘the 
church of England of ‘the’ Catholic’ — ep 7 
Sacrifice i in the Eucharist’? 

“The passages which have’ been aliudea to ‘are 
these’; both occurring in the prayér in which alone, 
wa uitabbst’ ritualists ‘agree, the sacrifice-——whatso- 
éver it may be—is ‘in ‘strictness! offered.’ And °m 
them we find the Eucharist’ styled ‘a “‘ sacrifice of 
praise and thanksgiving?’ and the offering’ to ‘be 
“ourselves, our souls and bodies; ‘asa reasonable; 
holy, and lively sacrifice.” Very ‘different indeed 
was the Offering’ and’ the Sacrifice of which the an‘ 
cient liturgy spoke. “Add, as’ before;''to’ this, the 
declaration on the’same subject in the 31st‘article. 
“The sacrifices of massés, in thé’ which it ‘was com- 
monly said, that the’ priest’ did ‘offer Christ'for the 
quick ‘and the dead—were blasphemous fables, and 
dangerous deceits.” Again I remind you, that' Tam 
very far from saying now that the'catholie’ doctrine 
is certainly denied ‘and repudiated in: this article: 
for Vhave for many years tatight (and, a8 you know, 
have lately published in a sermon) that in the bless- 
ed Eucharist the Body and’ the Blood of our Lord 
are truly offered as a propitiatory sacrifice for the 
living and the dead. But'l repeat, that they‘are, 
on the one hand, a difficulty to be “got out of;” 
and, upon the other, they serve strongly to confirm 
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the lowand: meienra notion that there is'no actual,’ 
realp snerifiewatidllce sl odi tsdi yyrolo awe te Yasar 
»uAnother: ah aden shy solemn truth! connected’ 
with the holy Eucharist, is that which is‘conimonly’ 
termed the:Réal Presences'* We need not now dis- 
cuss whether this isa right‘or wrong term’ the'doc 
trine; whichisintended: by it “is quite ‘sufficiently’ 
understood for our present ‘purpose; namely,, that’ 
independently: of ithe faith’and: worthiness, or of the’ 
unbelief and: unworthiness, ‘of the ‘recipient, | ‘ott 
Blessed Lord isPresent' upon'theoaltar, ‘after. the’ 
words: of) consecration, under ‘the © appearance of 
bread andqwine; ‘andthat His Body and His: Blood 
are given to every one, worthy’ of unworthy,’ who’ 
kneels-down and‘ offers-to'receive’Them.: Is’ this, 
or is itmot, the teaching which is conveyed by such! 
passages asi these? io The benefit “is'great, if with 
actruespenitent heart) and lively faith we receive’ 
that holy:Sacrament 5’ for then’ we “spiritually eat? 
theoFlesh of Christ, and drink His Blood.” ‘Again, 
atithe delivery of the: Sacrament to each comimiuni- 
cantisi6Pakeand© eat) this |in{ ‘remenibranve that: 
Christ died for thee, and feed_on Him in Thy heart 
by faith with thanksgiving.” Again, the affirma- 
tion, tte it, may beso ‘called, at the end. of. the. Jaki : 
gis that‘ the:sacramental' bread:and wine remain! 
still in® thei very’ natural” substanicés :” not fori as 
om their substances,” ‘nor, ey their. ‘natural”s Sub-., 
stances; bub..<¢ in, theix, -eMeLYe natural: substances: 
An ‘accumulation Jofistiong (assertions; owhtick awe® 
have been “often wssuked"ad Hoth SCARY exelide” é 
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which, in their plainest and obvious meaning; do’ 
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many of our clergy, that the Real Presence is:a doc~ 
trine not, approved by. the church; of England, and 
not.to.be distinguished from the Romish error;as they: 
go on,to,say; of, transubstantiation. | Again, wecare’ 
referred, to the; catechism):\-and: it: is: scarcely: tobe 
disputedsthat, the question and ,answer on! this: point’ 
there, are against rather) tham for the: catholie:doc- 
trine... “¢ Whatris;the inward: part! or; thing: sighi= 
fied,? *.... The Body and Blood of Christj:whichoare: 
verily.and indeed: taken and:recéived by thé faith 
ful in, the-Lord’s Suppery?, Still} toall:appearancey 
making the reality. of the Presence tocdepend upon’ 
the faith of the recipients», At:thewisk of weary rex: 
petition, let,me once more; say; ‘that: -of -course! this! 
place .of ;the,,catechism,/ does’ not,iassert cthat the 
Body and; :Blood.:of Christ-are not verily andeindeed; 
taken by all: and if, there:were in other places:of 
our, formularies -any thing even: approaching: toca) 
statement’ of, the -reality., of| the »-Presence! of our! 
Blessed.,Lord,in the; consecrated bread: and wine,: 
iicictanneaiea of; es + emai or) pipe: 
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support the low. view, held are insisteden by 80! 
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a! The feared suisse’ is doubttess ‘acquainted ink HE ot : 
cal’ distinétion ‘betwéeh the sdtraimentum and thé rey | stkerddmién tis 
Butvitris notsinvany:way) according? toomy:present par pose tolentar2 
into, Ahis., subjects Scholasti¢, distinctions, excellent; asithey; ate;2 
are of value only i in enabling. us to show that the words of our for-, 
nidilaries are not. necessarily to be takeh in'the “evangelical” sense : 
thateis; that ou formiilaries’ até drawn tip with such"Subtlety did’ 
acuteness, a6,40 admit either the, high+ehurch or the llowehurch ims\ 
terpretation ;, prea leaning apparently to HisitaensanPirnasi 
to ‘the ake have sai HE Pts on several main poi oints their 
tcitenep HaRBANY fleas a Whole Seem, ‘at Hist sight, pene ur 
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in the soul of the receiver, we might be able’ ‘to 
show at once and’ distinctly that’ these passages in 
‘the liturgy and catechism cannot justly mean what 
they are usually brought forward to prove. In order 
to find this, we are obliged to turn to the articles: 
remembering, however, beforehand, that it is for us 
to show, in a way which shall commend itself to the 
apprehension of common, simple, and unlearned, 
minds, the distinction which exists between the doc- 
trines of the Real Presence and of Transubstantiation. 
“For sae Ny ansubstantiation,” according to the 28th ar- 
‘ticle, “is repugnant to the’plain words of Scripture.” 
As to our present search, the same article declares, 
that “the Bread which we break is a partaking of 
the Body of Christ, and the Cup of Blessing is a 
partaking of the Blood of Christ to such as est atl 
sworthily, and with faith, receive the same.” And, 
_asifalmost it were to shut out all further controversy 
upon the matter—not, of course, that it does so shut 
‘it out—a few lines below it is said that “‘the mean 
“whereby the Body of Christ is received and eaten 
in’ the*Supper is Faith.’”*~ Surely if the article 





“*'T have heard both clergy and laity of the church of England,— 
and that, within the last twelve months,—declare that they aecept 
; and believe all Christian truth, as it is explained in the decrees and 
‘canons of the council of Trent. With regard to such a statement 
“by any of our laity, it is curious, to say the least of it: and, proba- 
bly, was never madé by any one who had read and understood the 
“Tridentine canons. But as to clergymen, ignorance cannot be sup-. 
posed: and for them, bound as they are by subscription to our for- 
mularies, thus to speak, has always seemed to me amongst the 
greatest of all achievements of human intellect.° Subtle as we know. 
the mind of man to be, and wide its range, 1 cannot but confess that. 
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chiefly meant “received and eaten beneficially,” i 
aight. have said. ‘so.:, the addition of that one. sped 
would not have proved. and. established the, accep- 
tance of the truth, for, which we contend, but. at,any 
rate it would have.remoyed almost all the. force of 
the argument against,.us : and we are bound not to 
forget that the word ‘‘ beneficially,” or some word 
equivalent, is mo¢ in the article. 

So much then, for the present, on the point of the 
general apparent agreement of the formularies..of 
the church of England, in, their first, and. obvious 
meaning, with the teaching of those who differ from 
us, rather than with our. own. 

Connected with this, there is another consideration 
) which, for some time, haspressed heayily and painfully 
upon me. | Asa fact, the evangelical party, plainly, 
openly, and fully, declare their opinions upon. the 
doctrines which they contend the church of England 
holds: they tell their people continually, what. they 
ought, as.a matter of duty towards Gop and towards 


-the more I think of it, the more I am amazed. at so wonderful an 
example of its power and capability. 

There are not, perhaps, many minds so large: I cannot tell. 
But there have not been many. Homers, Platos, or Isaac Newtons. 

The sentence in the text above has reminded me of this remark- 
able fact, which seems worth a passing. observation in a note. Let 
us take one question, concerning which, to the common run of 
minds, the articles of the reformed church of England, and the ca- 
nons.of Trent, doseem to differ. The one asserts that, ““’ The Body 
of Christ.is given, taken, and eaten, in the: Supper, only after. an 
heavenly and. spiritual, manner.” . The, other has. this language ; 
“Sess. xiij. can. viij.. If any-one saith, that Christ, given in the Eu- 
charist, is eaten’ spiritually only, and. not also sacramentally and 
really, let him be anathema.”. 
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themselves, both. to believe and. practise. Can it be 
pretended that we, as a party, anxious to teach. the 
truth, are equally open, plain, and unreserved ?- st 
we are not $0, is prudence, or economy, or the de- 
sire to lead people gently and without rashly dis- 
turbing them, or, any other like reason, a sufficient 
ground. for our withholding large portions of catholic 
truth ? Can any one chief doctrine or duty be re- 
served by Us, without blame or suspicion of dis- 
honesty : ? And it is not to be alleged, that only the 
less important duties and doctrines are SO reserved : 
as if it would be an easy thing to. distinguish and 
draw a line of division between them. Besides, that 
which we are disputing about cannot be trivial and 
unimportant ; if it’ were so, we rather ought, in 
Christian charity, to acknowledge our agreement 1 in 
essentials and consent to give up the rest. ie 
But, we do reserve vital and essential truths ; 
‘we often hesitate and fear to teach our people many 
duties, not, all necessary perhaps i in every case or to 
every person, but eminently practical, and sure to 
encrease, the growth of the inner, spiritual, life; we 
differ, in short, as widely from the evangelical party 
‘In the manner and openness, as in the matter and 
details, of our doctrine. Take, ‘for example, the 
doctrine of invocation of saints ; ‘ “Or, of prayers for 
the ‘dead ; or, of justification by faith only 3 or, ‘of 
the merit of good works ; ; or, of the necessity, of re- 
gular and obedient fasting ; > OF; of the reverence, due 
to the blessed virgin Mary ; ; or, of the propitiatory 
sacrifice of the blessed Eucharist ; > or, of the almost 
necessity of auricular confession and absolution, 1 in 
order to the remission of ‘mortal sin. sand 1 ‘more 
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might be mentioned than these. Now, let me ask 
you; do we speak of these doctrines ‘from 0 our pul- 
pits in the same manner, or ‘to the same allowed ex- 
tent, as we speak of them to one another, or think 
of them in-our closets : ? Far from ‘it : ‘rather, when 
we do speak of them at all, in the way of public, 
ministerial, teaching, we use ‘certain symbols and a, 
shibboleth of phrases, well enough understood. ‘by 
the initiated few, but dark and meaningless : to the 
many. All this seems to me to be, day by day and 
hour by hour, more and more hard to be reconciled 
with the real spirit, ‘mind, and purpose of the Eng- 
lish reformation, and of the modern English church, 

shown by the experience of 300 years. It does s seem 
to be, daily, more and more opposed to. that. single- 
mindedness of purpose, that simplicity and truth- 
fulness and openness of speech and action, which 
the gospel of our Blessed Lord requires. | We | are, 
indeed, to be “ Wise as serpents ; ” but has our wis- 
dom of the last few years, been justly within the ex- 
ceptions of that law? Let me not be understood. as 
if supposing that any motive, except prudence and 
caution, has caused this reserve: but there 2 are limits 
beyond which Christian caution degenerates into de- 
ceit, and an enemy ‘might think that we could forget 
that there are more texts than one of Holy Scrip- 
ture which speak of persecution to be, undergone, 
for His sake, and for the Faith. 

~~ And if reserve In teaching carried to, ‘such % an 
extent be, as I conceive it.to be, unjustifiable, it 1s 
equally wrong, and to. be condemned, in the practice 
of those who listen to, and endeavour to obey, such 
teaching. What can we think—when honestly we 
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bring our minds: to: its. consideration—what cam we 
think) :D say;:.ofsthée:moral, evils which; must attend 
uponiand:follow confuct.and.arule.of religious, life, 
ifullcofishiftsand: compromisés and evasions ?a,rule 
of life; based:ipon the acceptance of half one doctrine, 
alkthe next, andnone of the third,;,upon the belief 
lentirely:of another, but not daring to say so upon 
the constant: practice; if possible, of|this or-that) par- 
aera duty) butsecretly, and,fearful of being found 
‘out! doing itas if under the pretence of not, doing 
tigi if questioned, explaining it aM aye Ay answering 
awith some dubious: answer ;, creeping, out of difficul- 
ties}: anything, im a:word,) but sincere, -straightfor- 
iwardy andotrue: oJt wouldjreally, seem,as if, instead 
‘of ‘being Catholies;--as owe: say we lare—in a,Chris- 
4idmuldnd) owe were living »in the cityvof heathen 
‘Rome, and forced to: Ayes in: the catacombs, and 
bse: places:of the earth. lao W 9: m9 
oP eople: often lsay, itis! pevetion ito ase; gill es as 
« the! spirit ofthe reformed, English church ;%,,0r, 
“its intention; 4fpurpose;” andthe like. »,And jis 
it /reallynso ?s«was:the: reformation: nothing 2, 2, did jit 
iefteet) nothing, change nothing, remove) nothing ?, is 
the. condemnation by the :church-of Rome of several 
‘doctrines, doctrines, accepted by the’churchef. Eng- 
Jandfor)the firstitimedin thé osixteenth :century,—a 
amere matter of swords; :or,-is-there not,rather;some 
‘essential: difference, after ‘all,.in -the:‘:spirit”-of| the 
téeachingoof the'two communions ?* andif therebea — 
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es In the year 171 4 a Fort of admitting converts from 1 the chtitch 
‘of Rome was prepared for conv ocation, in abit the’ penitent” ‘was 
required to renounce “ the errors of the pr esent Roman church,” 
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difference and distinction, does it, or doesit not;tend, 

with’ us; to the acceptance ‘of ‘the ‘evangelical more 
than of ‘the high-church ‘party 20° No doubt the re- 
‘formed church rob England claims to ‘be:a portion of 
the Holy Catholic: Church: and it has been:common 
for many of our own opinions; to add:also the asser- 
tion, that she rejects'and condemns, ‘asbeing out:of 
the Church Catholic, the reformed churches: abroad, 
Lutheran, Genevan, and’ others;)together: with the 
kirk of Scotland or the dissenters‘at: home: “Upon 
our principles—nay, on‘any consistent) church prin- 
ciple at all—such‘a corollary must follow. But there 
isa ‘strangeness in “it it: commends “itself; perhaps, 
to-our intellect, but not'to the eye andiear;: nor, it 
may be, to theheart ‘and conscience: | Ts there iso 
‘greatia difference! between’ the reformed) churches 
‘abroad, or the presbyterians, or the :better:kinds ‘of 
dissent,— the Wesleyans, for: example,++.and'our 
own; ‘as ‘between the’ modern: English’ church’ and 
Rome? Which does our‘Church:most resemble; in 
“doctrine, ‘ceremonies, andopractice 20 Irsay, prac- 
tice, especially : for: it isin practice, ‘and |inithe 
‘doing of common, daily, duties, that as: time goes on 
the tendencies of articles of faith, or: of doctrine, are 
declared.’ ‘What then vis *commonly thought) and 
said—and the ‘voice “of ‘the multitude is: sometimes 
‘right — when men are ‘seen to'imitate Roman forms 
“and ‘ceremonies, ‘or to. advocate? the: observance:-of 
forgotten rules of i ee and» self-denial :?)* 


and,;if_in ae orders, to reject;all the 12 articles of the, creed of 
pope Pius IV.and to acknowledge the royal supremacy “as by, law 


established.” Wilkins. concil. iv. 661. 
* Tllustrations are often useful: I give the following remarks which 
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Again: shditoiscusuall for:numbers to, unite with dis-, 
senting? teachers> forvarious: réligious purposes-:) 
English! clergymen will join with’ them in:prayer, or 
on! the platform » English laity, will frequently go to. 
liste to their preaching :+-to churchperhaps in, the. 
morning; to ‘“meeting; inithe evening: .and| how, 
frequents the remark of the lower classes ;, “I have 
no objection to comexte church::;>—now;| whatever, 
of: wrongness? there: may be: about:such, conduct as: 
this;‘do:we' everifind any thing in any degree.like,it 
with regard>to the church: of; Rome? «.Do the com- 
mon peoplesever go; inthe same manner, ‘to. Roman, 
Catholic chapels)?;;,; What «shouldswe, say of (them, 
if theysdid?o! And ‘would they:see|the same. simili- 
tude:of:interiom arrangement, or listen, to sermons 
which«might:equally| well, be: pee in, half the 
via churches: of the land? . af 
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a ee very far indeed from being what is Shedd evan 
gelical i in his opinions—made to‘a'clergyman, who had’ been! ¢om- 
‘plained‘of for adopting Roman’ practices\:/the particular, objections 
in, this,case were bowing. atthe gloria, and standing ;before. the 
altar. | io “1 gannot understand, - the bishop said, ee boy ae man can 
tion to the’ AMOR which’ he has ‘sworn to nein and to! the church 
an which -he;ministers. When I look, at, the spirit and tone of the 
church of England, [am at a loss to reconcile such a course of ac- 
tion with my sense of what is right and true and straightforward.” 
“Then going on td speak of a late secession ‘to the church’of Rome, 
che continued? “Ti hope it will be alesson:toxthose who use Roman 
Catholie books of, devotion; and I can only say; the sooner they 
follow such an example the better :, they are disloyal and aon 
members ¢* the church of England.” 
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which, in January} became prevalent:as:to‘whati the 
decision of the judicial committee; inthe case: of. 
Mr..°Gorham, “would: probably be;«prevented my 
going on withsome’further remarks, bearing on! the 
subject which we have ‘been discussing.» Nor) can 1) 
now bring myselftocenter upon 'them. of © oi | 

On the: other hand; although additions ee ens 
made, I do not-recalbione sentence which\-had, at 
that time, been written if you think) such arfact, as 
a declaration that the: truth of baptismal.regénera- 
tion is’an open question’ ini the church | of England, 
encreases the weightof the difficulties arb spoken 
of, I should: be wnwilling to‘dispute ity: odtsO 

' Yet sean it beopossible' that. the fofuhiflarsel of 

the reformed church of England: donot) teach» the 
doctrine of baptismal regeneration tobe undeniably 
a certain truth of the Christian Faith ?+-again we 
ask, do they not«even teach:that doctrine 2—what 
a.xeformation !. . : 

~ And what have.we,to fall me pon? a i are 
we? can we rest upon “ opinions’ > which demand of 
us to believe either a great deal too much, or a 
great..deal: too little ? upon. opinions, which— call, 
them ‘by*'what: name» weywill—+will. lead? us) most 
surely, by a longer ‘ora shorter'road’as men may 
choose to tread it, either to Rome or infidelity.” 

»Are'notour minds. very strangely confused ?, are 
we ‘not’ labowring ‘under doubts, which are doubts 
only because we refuse to be resolved ? why do we 
hesitate, and dispute and. differ amongst. ‘ourselves, 
but because we! wish, and. are» determined. (if.it be 
possible), not'to see ‘things’ as ‘they really are; be- 
cause we are determined to reconcile things irrecon- 


cilable, and, to, justify; that.. which, vipomis our) own 
principles, j is not to be,justified,?: e ti to ersiomoig 
, Do not; think that,.1 would. argue theods cone. asses 
event, as, this decision on the, doctirine:of, holy bap=) 
tism, is sufficient, to unchurech ,the; churchvof, Eng-' 
. land ;,it.may, or: it. may not be; but .wemeed not 
enter, upon the, enquiry, until, we can show that it 1s; 
the. sole difficulty with, which, upon. -high-church: 
principles, »we, have, to: deal, -and not ‘one among 
many... Asa single circumstance; its‘ extreme: im=: 
portance arises; from, the fact, that, regeneration in: 
holy, baptism, haying been supposed: to,.be more 
clearly taught. i in, our.reformed, Church, than any: 
Catholic truth whatsoever, (always excepting | the | 
doctrine of the: "Blessed Trinity,) .we now ‘discover 
that. even this is, after all, equally. with other pesaptiil 
points of the Christian Faith, a matter of “opinion.” 
If the judgement, of the court; of; Arches had. been 
affirmed, distinctly. and unequivocally, we might)» 
perhaps have-hoped to, haye gone on.to establish: the , 
complete doctrine of sacramental) grace.,, But; there, 
can be no, doubt, that, with. the permitted denial, of 
the unconditional efficacy of ,baptism,in the | casesof ‘| 
infants, the vital truth of sacramental grace is; aie | 
clared also tobe an,“ open question.” : 
‘Besides, it, is not, necessary, to pfownas: to kaon ; 
the dealings of Almighty Gop with,men and. nations 
so accurately as to attempt to: lay,one’s finger, in/ a, 
positive manner, upon. special acts,.and distinguish 
the one or, two or, three, which should. in, themselves: 
avail to cut off any portion of the One Holy, Catholic. | 
Church. And, as regards. the church. of England 
in particular, it may be, that the so-called reforma- 


tion contained—perhaps ‘anknown to: the! original 
promoters of it—poisonous seeds of evil, bringing in’ 
certain’ though ‘slow decay: and that either “new 
principles were''then secretly established, which in’ 
their development’ would most ‘surely ‘lead ‘to «the 
destruction and confusion of essential truths, or old 
principles were,'in’ ignorance, given’ up, which the’ 
gradual course of time would prové to be necessary, 
because they lie'at)the very foundation of ‘Christia-’ 
nity itself: Or, once more, it may be with portions” 
ofithe Church Catholic°as with the Vine} ‘her mys- 
terious type?’ “°Damthe Vine, ye'are the branches,” 
were the words’ of’ our Blessed’ ‘Lop, speaking’ of’ 
His’ Body, the Church, of which He is Himself’ the” 
Head. And we may well ‘conceive how a ‘branch, 
full of sap and vigour, may be ‘severed’ from: aga? 
stem, and yet fora period—longer or shorter—still | 
continue to put’ forth leaves, and ‘perhaps the blos- 
soms ‘of fruit! also ; nevertheless, ‘cut off all ‘the © 
while; “and: severed 3: eee time’ to die, ‘but . 
death itself inevitable at last: sath 6 
‘Let me; inthis ‘place, sum’ up’ briefly what’ has ~ 
been’ said, ‘in ‘the two remote jas i isis written” 
to you. ig) : . a 
1. That the Coen at eke time of the jreouialiby 
Elo since that’ thie, in’ virtue! iH bs Pyles has 
soiled cote causes, avaiing doctrine ; — that” 
this ‘right’ has been’ shtiehGna? established, ovis 
maintained by several statutes of the realm ; and 
both recognized and insisted on by canons and arti- 
cles of: the English Church, as accordant with the ~ 
true spirit’ of the’ Gospel ;—and that we, the clergy, 
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have promised obedience’ to the due: and ecm exer-) 
ciselofithis sainectightiggutia to enotiesb od of nese 

12. That:thedecision im pitas particular cause: sof 
Mr? Gorham against the bishopof Exeter explains, 

‘to some extent, the dogmatic ‘teaching of the church | 
of ‘England upon the sacrament of holy baptism. 

«3. That the judgmentof the’ Judicial’Committee | 
in ‘that cause isoprobably a correct ‘and true judg- 
ment; and, if it be sd, thatthe reformed church of 
England ‘did’ not, ‘and at: the present:time: does not, 
exclusively require “her clergy.:to» teach; and: her 
people to'believe, the as i per of — 
tism in the case of albinfants. bis2o1 5 

45'That the:two questions‘of ne royal supremacy, 
and of baptismal regeneration, are ee the — = 
ficulties in‘ which we are involved: lO 

5. That-the-reformed—church. of ness de. 
liberately and oadvisedly, “has left: many: -essential 
doctrines ‘of ‘the’ Christian Faith tobe received : as 
¢ ‘matters, of opinion.” 

6; ‘That..the: Evangelical clergy, as a, party, , 0 
tess than the Anglican or high-church party, ‘repre- 
sent and carry out the Spirit and the system of the 
English, reformation, as declared by contemporary 
authorities, and sanhtioned by she: apc forma 
lariés. 

7. That our church foi two ighuitbe and thirty 
years: has..been in, full communion with. the. esta- 
blished’ church ‘of: Ireland, im which church heresy 
has been ‘synodically and formally received and 
taught, and “ the essential meaning of an article of 
the Creed abandoned.” 

Upon these grounds it is, that I cannot} I dare 
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not, offer:to give any: support: or! aid, to those;; who’ 
seem to be desirous of struggling for:the church of 
England, asif the doctrine.of baptismal regenération 
were:the sole questiomin dispute, or the: only doc 
trine for which we must contend, * ;| x9 Onro2 Oo! 
There will be a ready answer, suppose) meee: 
that) we must: wait;!.that we} must be patients that 
we must: see what the bishops.aré about to,do. ; ie 
for the bishops: of the churelt of England lL-and jy: 
of one there:are'no-words! in:;which, if; we /are pare 
hearted;:and»sincere, and/earnést forthe Truth; we, 
can.expressiall that wei oughtto feel-of gratitude, and, 
sympathy, and regard. -He}\alone,'of all-our bishops, 
has endeayoured: to':vindicate) the Catholic! ¢laims 
which others have:feebly'spokem of jhe; ;alone, has 
dared to keep the prouiise which:he made at his; con= 
‘3 Weeshalli be very much: mistaken, if we [presume that wel 
may hold a.single great doctrine of, the; Gospel, and, beat, liberty 
to accept or not, as we think it agreeable, other doctrines which 
rest upon precisely the same foundation, and which are ‘supported 
by the like kind of evidence.’ For example, it is’ almost‘idle to’in- 
sist; upon the truth of regeneration in holy) baptism,—-nnless. we 
are prepared to believe and to teach other. truths of the one same 
chain of doctrine, no less important, whether in regard of faith or 
practice.’ As a matter of mere argument and’ speculation, rather 
than of' reality, we may: perhaps accept this one and not that.) may 
(so to speak) pick and choose: far otherwise, however, if we-re- 
member what we are doing; if we can; but bring ourselyes to.the 
conviction that we are not disputing and enquiring about dialecti- 
cal subtleties, but about the deep things of Gop ; ‘about His deal- 
ings with sinful and fallen man ; about iacek about the: ;appli- 
cation of the mystery of the Incarnation; of the Son of Gop, Gop 
himself, to the soul and body of each member of the church ; about 
questions which, dispute as long as we will, are, in some one sense 
and meaning, trae, independent utterly of us, andionly in that sense 
are true.” . 
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secration, “ to drive away all. erroneous and strange 
doctrine contrary to Gop’ S Word : bias ioe alone, has 
had sufficient trust'in the power and reality of the 
Christian Faith, to labour in its defence, unsup- 
ported, amidst calumny and opposition and reproach. 
And no man living knows, as I in some small mea- 
sure know, the QWOHES and untiring’ patience, the 
anxious, wearing, ‘toil,— which have been devoted to 
the cause of ‘the! church of England, by him, who 
looked for nothing, hoped’ ‘for nothing, but the one, 
single, glorious end of saving the Church, of which 
he is the noblest: ornatnent, from the stain and’ sin of 
heresy. Oh! may ‘Gop’ ever be with ‘him ;) now, 
when, in his declining years, disappointments i in the 
past, ‘and fears for time to come, are darkening round 
us’all; ‘now, when the weight and anger of the storm 
‘seems gathering, ‘before it bursts ; ; now, when the 
‘Hopes of the church of England are to be found, not 
in hearts, faint and: ‘desponding as my own, but in 
sttch'as ‘his, firm, wishaken still, and confident, ‘and 
bold. _ Again and” again I pray, may all the gifts 
and Blessings of our ‘Almighty Lord ind Saviour be 
upon hin, evermore. 

Yet, you will ask me, Do you think then that our 
case is hopéless ? ’ ‘T' cannot tell.” “Fairly, openly, 
‘and from my heart T have endeayoured to speak ‘to 
you ‘upon a matter, ‘not’ of temporal interests, but 
concerning” the salvation of’ ‘our “souls.” I have 
avoided argument 4s" much as possible, for it is, at 
present, ‘a question “of facts “If these’ have’ been 
misstated, it has been’ only from ‘the want of know- 
ing’ better, and let them be set Tone. Te there is 
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any remedy, solemnly, and_ SAD let us _ask, 
Where is. it.to be found? ry ee : : 

alt will not be found i in. evasions, and it in temporizing, 
and i in compromise : it will not be. found,—so that we 
may think, fearlessly of the Great Day i m which. we 
must give account,—in attempts to make the church 
of England, last for our own time, careless of the de- 
posit, and. the. heritage which we are bound to deliver 
onwards to. our children,, and our, children’ S children. 
A very. few weeks will shew what course is likely, to 
be ours to follow.: I, haye resigned my cure of souls, 
because if have no doctrines. and no Faith to teach, 
as certainly. the. Faith and. doctrines of the Taster 
Church ; but,. for a: time at least, I, leaye not. her 
communion. Brief time, it may. ‘be: One. Alone can 
tell, But, if there, really be. truth. and. life. in our 
Church, if she indeed, be that which she claims to 
be, —a. part, of the Church: Catholic—she will, not 
"shrink from. speaking plainly; i in such a day as is ‘the 
present, on all. essential doctrines of the Faith, and 
we shall know in what we are to,trust, 

_ It must,be said, however, reluctantly, that i In) “such 
a crisis as Now exists, it is no true remedy, £0 “ call 
together the com-provineial bishops ; ; and to invite 
them to declare what is the faith of the Church. on 
‘the articles impugned 1 in the judgment, ”’ of the j ju- 
dicial, committee in Mr. Gorham’ S,cause :_ nor, fe to 
obtain: from the said Episcopate, acting only i in its 
spiritual character, a re-affirmation of the doctrine 
of Holy. Baptism,, impugned by the said sentence.” 
Far from, it.. Such, a, declaration or. re- affirming 
would not be law ;. neither would. it be the voice of 





178 

the:church'of England: Besides, that which i is re- 
quired; even upon the subject of baptism, ig not an 
‘opinion or judgment of the bishops upon Mr. Gor- 
ham’s particular heresy ; but‘ NEW, FULL, AND IN- 
TELLIGIBLE CANON OR ARTICLE OF PAITH, PUT PORTH | 
sYNODICALLY BY tur CuuRcH or ENGLAND, plainly 
declaring, ds excLUsivBLy true, the entire Catholic 
doctrine of the: sacrament of holy Baptism. sai say, 
without fear of contradiction by any man who holds 
that’ doctrine, ‘THAT NOTHING LESS” THAN THIS ‘CAN 
‘BE SUFFIC{ENT. 

iAre we, who ‘so hold and sHeHete, cer to de-- 
sna that a(synod ‘of the’ reformed church of Eng- 
land: shall re-accept and’ re: Affirm the doctrine of 
baptism)! which was laid down'and taught by the ar- 
‘ticles agreed upon in the convocation of 1536, with 
the exception of the few' words rélating to the future 
state! of infants dying inbaptised : >) If it be true that 
‘such-ancarticle is again’ nécessary, in order to ‘gave 
our Church from being formally ‘and virtually ¢om- 
mitted to the avowed perinission ‘of erroneous téach- 
ing, ‘letus“4in His: Name’ Who ‘isthe Truth; ‘the 
Wayjvand the Life determine 020 to ask for no- 
thing ‘less, for nothing’ short'of it, for nothing which 
shedl! infact’ be ao _ it seems to be the 
same) 

colvetsus : soebiteciy! alsa thab if How, roused by the 
shan and anxieties of the present time, we are in- 
duced to use our energies and zeal in pursuing reme- 
dies, which, howeyer specious, looking, will. prove.to 
be shadowsiand. deceptions, we are throwing away an 


‘opportunity, available only if ‘seized boldly: and at 
once. 
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This then, and not less than this, let.me repeat it, 
is absolutely. required, in, order, that, the church: of 
England shall. truly be;said to haye One Faith upon 
the “ One. Baptism for, the remission. of, sins.” (If, 
in the dispensations, of the.Most, High, the timesat 
last has come, when the discords amongst:us must be 
settled, either the.one way. or the, other, let: us\not, 
playing with our peril; loosely talk about, hopes; and 
prospects ; and. of life and, zeal ;,.and.,of Catholic 
minds and Catholic wishes ; butJet;us take,—if there 
is hope indeed, — instantly, firmly, -honestly,,,each 
man, our, side.. .We may, regret that, our,own;let is 
cast-in, troubled days *.but, it; would,-be as/ wise: :to 
deny. that the sun, shines in, heayen, as-refuse: toiad- 
mit, the fact—grieye, over, it how.we will-thatithere 
are two great parties in the.church.of, England :oand 
that the contest now. begun must endsooner-or later 
—in the yictory of the one oyer,the others: idtrisia 
fearful particular,in the, many. difficulties nagainst 
which, we’ are opposed, that.<toleration;ianid) “li- 
berality,” and <communions wide enough to embrace 
both,’ “and “open questions,” and. ‘matters of opi- 
nion,”” are. terms, and, cries;which may notibesutteréd 
by. us, in the same breath, with,our defence:of ovital 
doctrines of the One Catholic, Faith. 9 We:must ever 
remember, that any portion of the Church, which, 
acting advisedly and deliberately; fails to teach’ ex- 
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“* Even though for a season, we couture to pass by. a eras: 
tion upon other doctrines, no Jess’ fundamental, which’ ‘have’ been 
declared: to be ‘matters of opinion ?\im ont Churcht Is Hot'the ques- 
tionyof the royal supremacy beginning already. to be ‘put aside Pi. af 


so, it is significant. 
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clusively essential Christian truths; perméts error: 


and, suppose, ‘few among us.would be: pide gp a 


say, that such deliberate permission-is not fatal. 

One'thing we certainly have no right:to opie: 
namely, an audible or visible interposition of Al- 
mightysGops)<It may, of course; be disputed whe- 
ther this or that event be, or be not, a sign and 
token by’ which we are to be guided. But we must 
not wait to see His handwriting on the wall, or to 
hear His voice amongst us, as once of.old time, say- 
ing, “ Let Us depart.” Such are: not, ‘the ‘usual 
dealings of Gop with man. 

And I would end as I began: with a repeated 
expression of the sorrow and the pain with which I 
have been writing to you. The Church of England ! 
—let me say one word more—if, for years past, we 
have had one object, one hope, one source of com- 
fort and encouragement, in labours and anxiety and 
reproach, these have sprung from a most sure and 
firm belief, in the reality of her claim to be within - 
the-pale of the One Catholic Church. Where is 
the assurance of such faith now? It is a bitter, 
bitter thought: alas! how very different from the 
thoughts of the years that are gone by: and some 
—old and long-loved friends— will call it wilful 
and perverse, to speak as I have spoken. | 

No one would desire, from mere wilfulness, to 
make the worst of any thing: yet, whilst we ac- 
knowledge this, looking at our present position and - 
remembering the aweful nature of the subject which 
we have been considering, there can be very few in- 
deed, who would set a false face upon the truth, and 


81 
try to make the best of it, and prophesy smooth 
words, because the people love to have it so, and 
cry, Peace, where there is no peace. 


-May the Divine Blessing rest upon anil: gee 
us all. 


Ever; your affectionate friend, 


Vicarage, S. Mary Church. 
April 8th. 
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“QA ECONDLY ‘asstouching the: holy!dadraindt eels. 
tism, we will that all bishops ‘and Preachers shall it 
etmec lirids tech bap people cominitted>by ‘ws unto their 
spiritual charge) that: they ought and must of oe Ge- 
dievecertainly-all those things; which ‘hath ‘been always by 
the'whole'iconsent ‘ofthe: Church approved, received, and 
used ih:the:sacrament‘of baptism; thats tosay; that the 
sacrament: of -baptismowas'instituted ‘and°ordained in ‘the 
New Testament by ourSaviounJesu Christ, as a' thing ne- 
‘icessary:forithe: attaining’ of everlasting ‘life; according ‘to 
the saying-of Christ, Nis quis renatus' fuerit: ex ‘aqua! et 
Spiritu ‘Sanctoy non potest intrare in regnum*sanctorum'; 
that is to:say, No’man:can ‘enter into:the kingdom of hea- 
ven,'except he be: born again of water andthe Holy Ghost. 
Item, That it is offered unte:allmen; as well infants as 
such as have the use of reason, that by baptism they shall 
have remission of sins, and the grace and favour of God, 
according to the saying. of Christ, Qui crediderit et bapti- 
zatus s fuerit, saleus ertt ; that is to Re Whosoever beliey 
and i is ‘Baptized, shall be saved, | ; 
“Tem, ' ‘That the ‘promise OE grace. “and everlasting life 
(which F promise: is ‘adjoined unto. this sacrament of ‘Daptism) 
pertaineth not. ‘only. unto such as have the use of reason, 
but also to infants, innocents, and children ; ‘and that they 
ought therefore and must needs be baptized : and that by 
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the sacrament of baptism they do also obtain remission of 
their sins, the grace and favour of God, and be made there- 
by the very sons and children of God. Insomuch as in- 
fants and children dying; in their infancy shall undoubtedly 
be saved thereby, (and else not). 

Item, That infants. must needs be christened because 
they be born in original sin,owhich sin must needs be re- 
mitted ; which cannot be done [ordinarily] but by the sa- 
crahtiEae baptism, whereby they rédeivé the Holy Ghost, 
which exerciseth his.gtace and efficacy in them, and cleans- 
eth and purifieth them, 4n sin by. His. most secret virtue 
and operation.» 

_ tem, That-children:or:men;once pegseas jeg ought 
ever tobe baptized againg eid iis tedt [fiw ew aeld “4 
«io dtem,, That - they: ought to afte: and fake: all:theoante 
baptists’,and }the Pelagians”: opinions} contrary ‘to | thé pre- 
mises; and. every other, man’s opinion agreeable:unto the 
said anabaptists’or-the Pelagians’ opinions imthis» a 
for detestable heresies, and: utterly-to-be:condemfied: 
> (tem, That menvor children having the usé of reason;: lia 
willing and:sdesiriig ito be baptized; shall; sbysthe! virtue 
of that: holy sacrament,:obtain the: graces and! remission of 
alltheir »sinsyif\they:shalbicome’ thereunto perfectly: arid 
truly:repentant: and scontrite: of’alltheir: sins »beforé ‘com- 
mitted, and alsosperfectlyoand ‘constantly’ confessing ‘and 
believing» allothebarticles:ofoour: faiths: yates ‘ase it, WAS. 


18lto di tod'T® oot 


apentionad! inthe essaeeopeaml DS’ 


“Ne. i. 








Vr: any man pond! ate pr ‘OV ri the iia wureh isnot 

_ now answerable for, and, bound, by, the ‘Dublin Articles 
of 1615, ‘except | in i) far as, they_a are not. ( tly « contra- 
dicted ‘by the 39 articles of, 1562, since. Teceived ‘and, ap- 
proved, he would have been the he ‘Dr, Elrington. “No- 
thing can be more ‘convincing ‘than the. statements which 
that writer has been forced to admit, in ‘his life of archbi- 
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shop: Usher::: proving that ‘not only: were theclrish articles 
of 1615 not digownedrand rejected ‘as heretical’ by the convo- 
cation of 1634,-but thestemper and opinions of the Irish: 
Church at that-ime4o be such; that the chief persons'whd 
advocated the réception of our 39’ articles, did not dare'to 
permitevem a/diseussion upon the earlier Trish ————- lest: 
they might fail utterly intheirattempt:) 0/08 ove0 sm0% 
»¢Bramhail ‘then’ bishop«of 'Derty was shrtsendit earnest and. 
elevér among'those who endéaveured to iiduce the Trish con 
vocation to approve the English 39-articles. “Bishop Vesey, 
inshislife of: Bramhall, ‘gives us some’ information about 
this: ‘concerning which would premise that the “blow to be 
feared’ wasia repeated confirmation of the articles of 2615: 
The-bishop ‘of Derry;:we are! told;ireplied to amobjection 
against receiving) the English articles) and‘which also urged 
“thatitwas more material to confirm and strengthen the arti= 
cles:of 1615;? -by:arguing: that sucha course:would bring>a _ 
sort of discredit upon the ‘former synodyas 2fit required ratit 
fication: “by-this prudent dressing of the:objection he avoid- 
ed: the ‘blow he! mostcfedred, and therefore'again earnestly, 
pressed the’ receiving:of the English articles, which were: at 
last admitted.” Elrington’s:dife of Usher}: p.:k74.. Some 
further: facts: which: Dr. \Elrington *mentions, ‘show !chow 
great;the:difiiculty'was, and that threats even’ were resorted 
to, im.order':to:prevent the: Irish convoeation from delibe- 
satelyreaffirming: the jarticles;ofi: 1615; and: obhging them 
ito besreceived, underpaim of excommunication; p. 170. < 


















ere age SURE ‘as T could, ar any Pa abas and ; 
E guments which had” an publishéd,” during ‘the last ‘six 
Eee: ‘in answer to my First Letter on ‘the Royal Supre- 
macy. © Bub the fact’ which” 'T now have to remind the 


reader of, is-this;~ mgs that there has been no answer 
at all. A voll : 





-sMany-teniarks have been. made:upon the:tone*dnd tem 
perofthat:Letter:: upon: the:line of argument being “offen 
sive,” o or) “disloyal 5? and sits: general ‘treatment “cold,” 

“Hard,?> ‘technical,’?)“‘literal,” ‘and the likes sci? te cox ole ) 

o»But'there has been: ‘nothing; «which can»be calledancan= 
swer, offered against the argument and:facts»produced.’ 
Some have said that, d-have-ascribed: to “the church: ‘of 

England, onthe strength of cértain-acts of :parliamenty ‘the 
most Hrastian: doctrinespossible.”’s English «Reviews This 
is untrue 3:1 referred; :especially and chiefly; to theowords 
of the church of England;,;as:we-find: them‘in:. che?icanons; 
articles; and-ordinal.,= Andno! man iwould:have wished soito 
misrepresent my statement;iexcept one:who knew that the 
strengthoof the difficulty: whichsis involved imthe ¢uéstion 
of the royal-supremacy;idoes rot lié!indacts ‘of parliament 
and:iniclaims made by the, civil powers but:in:the repeated 
acknowledgment and recognitiot ofit:whichhas been agreed 
to and:insisted:on :byithe;Church therselfqs: }iboxo2ih to toe 

» An old:and.dear: friend :+has:printedacLetter‘bn the:sub- 
jects*:.of which-I-would say, that:nojone: felt more déeply 
than» myself;, both the :preat ‘abilityoand vtruthfulness-with 
which it!was wrttten, \and its'spirit of unshaken loyalty and 
devotion:to the reformed ‘English .church, » But; asiiti was 
not:intendedy to» be an‘answer to the facts statédin my: First 
Letter, sont seemed tome to ‘fail ‘inomeeting ithe \real-difti- 
culty of :the:case. «Its point-was, that even. granting an am- 
biguity to existan our formularies,:yet: it: might: haveobeen 
an inadvertence at the time when our prayer book and ar- 
ticles were put forth, and that we must prove that the church 
of England at the reformatiofi intended that there should be 
such: an ambiguity. But this is a line of argument, whi 
must admit that which has been SO. energetically cs 
bear. upon; the question at. issue, namely, the opinions of t 
reformers and, divines of the, sixteenth century. And it js 
to, be remembered, ‘at if such, are, ‘to be referred. to, as, eyl- 
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in | he ‘above edith put: ‘the PMdahia,, OF, pap hits 
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Instances of persecution, dnd injustice, and’ violence, somé 
of Mr. Trons’s cases ave; but! they are instances of nothing 
more: in short, ‘they servé to” ‘confirm thé novelty of the 


> 









present | Powers vested by. our, Church in | the oes ; 
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| The 8th of these. constituti ns is that which is is a nosed 
aren the Nie RO to deter rmine, finally. eccler 
WH, afin printed, by 
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in spiritual 
causes Fe ite are. rein Trons’s], shonld. ,be garried £ from 
the, rehdeacon to.th 1e. bishop, from, the bishop to ) the ‘pris 
~ mate,. from him, to, the king,.2 and: should be carried no, furs 
ther. without ‘the king’ Ss. ggnsent,”” This, Seems, to . th 
been taken, from Hume’s. history, (1 | r0 I... 
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* at. ‘that time len ‘of London, and. of. ‘the, king's mii 
against, t e_ archbishop ; , Canterbury,. which explains. t 
us in what. sense we are to understand the word ‘ appeal nis 
as meant, and. intended by. the king,. The bishop i is writing | 
to, the popes. Alexander the third. +f Tn appellationibus ex 
antiqua regni sul constitutione id: sibi indicat .hon s et 
onetis, ut, ob. civilem, causam, nullus clericornm: regni, stl 
ejusdem, regni fines exeat, nisi an ipsius authoritate et, ; pa 
dato j Jus suum, obtinere, queat, experiendo cognoseat., Quo 
si nec sie obtinuerit,. ad-excellentiam, vestram, ipso in A 
reclamantes cum yolet quilibet, Appellabit,.. In, quo. si, juni 
vel honori, vestro. prejudicatur i in aliquo, id se: totius eccle- 


siz regni sui consilio correcturum in proximo, jurante Do- 
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mino, pollicetur.”’ Epist. S. Thome Cantuar. xxxviij. p. 60. 
So that the causes-which are spoken of in the constitutions 
of Clarendon, according to the intention of Henry the se- 
cond himself, are civil causes, and not ecclesiastical ; a dis- 
tinction which, as most neopte will agree, carries with it a 
difference. 

Whether Mr. Irons will acknowledge this, is, to my 
mind, somewhat doubtful. Because he is prepared to hold 
and (I suppose) believe, that “the spirit of the [English] 
Reformation was altogether hostile ‘to the royal supremacy ; 
and, even, when yielding to it, it was able at length to mo- 
dify it.” p. 19. I cannot consent. to. discuss a very serious. 
question, agitating men’s minds to an extent unknown and 
unfelt for generations, when it is s presented to us in so 
Pica a — pap + oH =v 
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sini “POSTSCRIPT, 1 


TO IMSS READER. 

rT will be seen. that I haye Skane in ee fines 
ing. Letter, of my having ‘already: tendered. my 
resignation of'my benefice. An utterly unexpected 
circumstance has occtirred, which has ene my 
resignation. walt 
Yesterday, ‘the 6th, I ie 40. omy: —e 
*ioners, at our annual vestry, the obligation, which 
seemed to lie upon me, of immediately resigning 
my cure of souls. I had hoped to have received 
from them the expression of their regret and of 
personal regard and kindly feelings towards my- 
self. But I was not prepared to receive, within an 
hour afterwards, the following resolution which had 
been adopted at a meeting of the same parishioners, 
who had constituted the vestry, one of the most nu- 

merously attended of all that I remember. 
<*Mr. Maskell having communicated to the Ves- 
“try his intention to resign his ministry on Mon- 
“‘day next, it is the wish of the undersigned inha- 
“bitants to express their deep regret that he should 
‘<come to this determination ; and considering that 
‘the question which has occasioned Mr. Maskell to 
“take this step has not been finally settled, ear- 
“nestly to request him, at least, to defer doing so 

“for the present.” 
G 
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This is not the place for me to state more than 
that, in deference to such an expression both of 
opinion and of desire, on the part of those to whom I 
am especially bound, by every tie of duty, next after 
Gop and His Church, it does seem right that I 
should delay my resignation for a few days, at least ; 
in order that my parishioners might be better able 
to judge, after a consideration of this Letter itself, 
of the weight and sufficiency of the reasons by which 
I am influenced. I would not have them think, 
that I had failed to give the best consideration in 
my power to their opmion and wishes upon the 
right course which, under existing circumstances, 
ought to be taken by their vicar: much more, when 
they have spoken in a way so solemn and so very 
seriously entitled to the gravest thought and de- 
liberation. 

It ought, perhaps, to be added, that besides the 
above, two other resolutions of the same meeting 
were also sent to me, bearing on and supporting, in 
a manner the most kind to myself, the opinion and 
wish already stated. 


W.M. 
First Sunday after Easter. 
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